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Amendment I. Congress shall make no law respecting an 
establishment of religion, or prohibiting the free exercise thereof; or 
abridging the freedom of speech, or of the press; or the right of the people 
peaceably to assemble, and to petition the Government for a redress of 
grievances. 


Amendment II. a well-regulated militia being necessary to the 
security of a free state, the right of the people to Keep and bear arms shall 
not be infringed. 


Amendment TTI. No soldier shall, in time of peace, be quartered 
in any house, without the consent of the owner, nor in time of war, but 
in a manner to be prescribed by law. 


Amendment IV. tie right of the people to be secure in their 
persons, houses, papers, and effects against unreasonable searches and 
seizures shall not be violated, and no warrants shall issue, but upon 
probable cause, supported by oath or affirmation, and particularly 
describing the place to be searched, and the persons or things to be seized. 


Amendment V. No person shall be held to answer for a capital, or 
otherwise infamous crime, unless on a presentment or indictment of a grand 
jury, except in cases arising in the land or naval forces, or in the militia, 
when in actual service in time of war or public danger; nor shall any person 
be subject for the same offense to be twice put in jeopardy of life or limb; 
nor shall be compelled in any criminal case to be a witness against himself, 


nor be deprived of life, liberty, or property, without due process of law; nor 
shall private property be taken for public use, without just compensation. 


Amendment VI. tn all criminal prosecutions the accused shall 
enjoy the right to a speedy and public trial, by an impartial jury of the state 
and district wherein the crime shall have been committed, which district 
shall have been previously ascertained by law, and to be informed of the 
nature and cause of the accusation; to be confronted with the witnesses 
against him; to have compulsory process for obtain-ing witnesses in his 
favor, and to have the assistance of counsel for his defense. 


Amendment VII. tn suits at common law, where the value in 
controversy shall exceed twenty dollars, the right of trial by jury shall be 
preserved, and no fact tried by a jury shall be otherwise re-examined in any 
court of the United States, than according to the rules of the common law. 


Amendment VIII. Excessive bail shall not be required, nor 


excessive fines imposed, nor cruel and unusual punishments inflicted. 


Amendment IX. The enumeration in the Constitution, of 
certain rights, shall not be construed to deny or disparage others 
retained by the people. 


Amendment X. the powers not delegated to the United States 
by the Constitution, nor prohibited by it to the states, are reserved to the 
states respectively, or to the people. 
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The Obama Road 
Leads to Bankruptcy 


We have now had more than four and a half 
years of Obama’s leadership. We have the 
most people on food stamps in the history of 
this country; the United States has lost nine 
million jobs; the credit card debt is as high 
as or higher than it has ever been; and our 
country is inundated by more illegal aliens 
than ever before (and they cost taxpayers). 
Also, the government is in debt more than 
$17 trillion (and that does not even count 
the $16 trillion the Federal Reserve loaned 
the financial community at zero-percent in- 
terest between 2007 and 2010, which won’t 
be paid back!), and unemployment is over 
14 percent (if one counts workers who lost 
full-time jobs for part-time ones and counts 
those who left the workforce out of discour- 
agement). Despite all of the preceding, and 
the fact that the Federal Reserve purchases 
over $84 billion of our government paper 
each month and that for every dollar the 
government spends it has to borrow (print) 
over $0.45, the mainstream media says 
that the economy is improving! All that’s 
not even counting the implementation of 
ObamaCare, which more than half of the 
population does not want. 

If the House of Representatives does not 
stop the funding for ObamaCare, its costs 
will accelerate even more than they already 
have, as shown by government projec- 
tions! The House must also stop any am- 
nesty program until the borders are closed 
first! 

If these two problems are not stopped 
dead in their tracks, the U.S. government 
will need to declare bankruptcy, just like 
Detroit! The U.S. government is already 
in worse financial shape than Detroit! The 
U.S. debt is almost as much as the Gross 
Domestic Product, as in the case of most 
countries of the European Union that are 
in deep financial problems! This country 
needs to be run like a successful business, 
not like a “play school”! 

JOHN L. GALBREATH 
Mt. Sterling, Ohio 


Americans Who 
Aided Chinese Chiseling 


I appreciate TNA’s emphasis on factual, in- 
depth research. Along those lines, regarding 


LETTERS TO THE EDITOR. 


the recent article on Chinese investment in 
the USA (“America in the Palm of Their 
Hand,” November 4, 2013), I was curious 
why TNA didn’t address the role of U.S.- 
based corporations, such as General Elec- 
tric, in the late 1980s, that provided the for- 
eign direct investment (FDI), i.e., the seed 
capital, that allowed the Chinese to estab- 
lish their manufacturing capability to begin 
with. Furthermore, what about the Clinton 
era, the political contributions made by 
the Chinese, and the resulting granting of 
most-favored-nation trade status to China, 
keeping in mind, of course, that Walmart 
is an Arkansas-based company that sells an 
outrageous amount of Chinese goods here 
in the United States, and Clinton hails from 
Arkansas? 

I also recommend that subscribers read 
two textbooks. The first is Poorly Made 
in China, by Paul Midler, which describes 
in detail how the basic Chinese business 
model is to first establish credibility and, 
from that point forward, relentlessly cam- 
paign to cut corners and disregard previous 
agreements. Consider that fact carefully 
when evaluating the potential implications 
of allowing the Chinese to gain a foothold 
in our food supply. 

The second book I recommend is Hege- 
mon, by Steven Mosher, which describes 
how the Chinese were historically domi- 
nant, have always believed that a dominant 
superpower is essential, and seek to regain 
that status. 

Add to that a statement attributed to 
Deng Xiaoping, perhaps apocryphal, who, 
when asked about what he thought the im- 
pact of the French Revolution was to West- 
ern civilization, replied, “Too soon to tell.” 
The Chinese are in this for the long haul, 
make no mistake. 

As for action, the simplest is to just say 
no. When you see cheap Chinese products 
at the local Walmart, just say no. It’s not 
easy, because the Chinese have deeply infil- 
trated the supply chain. Look out for prod- 
ucts that are “distributed” by a U.S. entity, 
versus “manufactured” here. 

TERRY SCHOFIELD 
Jacksonville, Oregon 


Send your letters to: THE NEw AMERICAN, P.O. 
Box 8040, Appleton, WI 54912. Or e-mail: 
editorial@thenewamerican.com. Due to vol- 
ume received, not all letters can be answered. 
Letters may be edited for space and clarity. 
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GOP Establishment Blames Tea Party for Election Failures 


The headline of a story published in Politico on November 3 
declares, “GOP moderates vow to speak louder.” 

Republican moderates are “fed up,” according to the story, 
with plummeting public approval numbers, which they attribute 
to the “ill-fated” efforts of Senators Ted Cruz, Mike Lee, and 
others to defund ObamaCare, a push that resulted in a so-called 
government shutdown last month. 

“Ted Cruz cost the economy $24 billion” and “Ted Cruz forced 
the Republican Party to its lowest levels ever and in that period, 
made ObamaCare more popular,” Representative Peter King (R- 
N.Y.) charged, as reported by Politico. 

King plans to keep pressure on party leadership to squelch 
the “aggressive” voices that he contends are driving voters into 


Ted Cruz Mike Lee 


AP Images 


the arms of the Democrats. King, Cruz’s “chief GOP antagonist 
on Capitol Hill,” would prefer that Cruz “keep quiet.” 

Reading the mainstream press could lead one to believe that 
the Tea Party’s fierce, unflagging resistance to ObamaCare and 
other federal spending projects is costing likeminded candidates 
at the polls. After the November 5 elections, the Washington Post 
declared that the Tea Party “had some of the wind knocked out 
of its sails.” 

As Business Insider reported November 3, 


Mitt Romney painted New Jersey Gov. Chris Christie (R) 
as the standard bearer of the Republican Party going for- 
ward — even saying that if he were to win the Republican 
nomination for president in 2016, he could “save our party.” 

On NBC’s Meet the Press Sunday, Romney also took a 
not-so-subtle jab at Texas Sen. Ted Cruz (R), a Tea Party 
favorite, by refusing to put him on a short-list of people he 
thinks are legitimate 2016 Republican contenders. 


Regardless of the label, the shunning by country-club Republican 
donors of candidates and congressmen who dare wander from the 
well-worn path of acceptable opposition, as well as the attacks 
from those who faithfully toe the line, will do more to continue 
propelling this Republic along the vicious cycle of moderation. 


Vast Majority Want to Audit Federal Reserve, Poll Shows 


Just one in 10 American adults is opposed to auditing the Federal 
Reserve, with an overwhelming 74 percent supporting an audit of 
the controversial central bank, according to a new poll released 
on November 8 by Rasmussen. While the banking cartel-run in- 
stitution has hired lobbyists and unleashed various gimmicks to 
improve its image and protect its cloak of secrecy from Congress 
and the public, it appears increasingly clear that the people see 
through the charade. Now, the question is whether lawmakers 
will side with the establishment to protect the Fed, or with the 
American public and their demands for transparency. 

The House of Representatives has voted overwhelmingly to 
audit the Fed in the past, obliterating normal partisan divides. 
But thanks largely to certain establishment-minded senators — 
especially Senate Majority Leader Harry Reid (D-Nev.), who 
fought hard to protect the Fed’s secrecy and ensure that only a 
watered-down audit would make it through — a real “audit the 
Fed” bill to investigate all of what the central bank is doing has 
remained elusive. 

Of course, despite overwhelming public support for an audit, 
the bipartisan establishment still vehemently opposes transparen- 
cy at the Fed — after all, it represents one of the establishment’s 
primary tools to confiscate wealth, enrich cronies, centrally plan 
the economy, and wreak havoc at will. The central bank, while 
privately owned, also has a deep symbiotic relationship with the 
political class in Washington, D.C., that facilitates the perpetua- 


tion and growth of the welfare-warfare state. Considering that, it 
is no surprise that analysts expect fierce resistance in the Senate 
to opening the Fed’s books. 

At this point, owing almost entirely to the Fed’s reckless poli- 
cies and the U.S. government aiding and abetting them, the pros- 
pect of ending the dollar’s reign as the global reserve currency is 
now being openly trumpeted in the headlines around the world. 
The implications of that, needless to say, are Earth-shattering — 
especially for the U.S. economy and the American people, whose 
wealth has been secretly but steadily extracted through inflation 
and other monetary gimmicks over the last century. With public 
awareness growing quickly, though, the Fed’s days of operating 
in the shadows could be numbered. 
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White House Claim: Shutdown Cost Billions, Lowered GDP Growth 


The partial government shutdown in October will end up costing 
taxpayers more than $2 billion and a quarter percent or more in 
GDP growth for the U.S. economy this year, claimed a report 
from the Office of Management and Budget (OMB) released by 
the Obama White House November 7. 

“During the 16-day shutdown,” the OMB reported, “Federal 
government employees were furloughed for a combined total of 
6.6 million days,” amounting to 6.6 million days of paid vacation 
for federal employees. “We estimate that the total cost of pay for 
furloughed Federal employees during the period of the shutdown 
is roughly $2.0 billion. Total compensation costs, including ben- 
efits, are about 30 percent larger, in the range of $2.5 billion.” 

While the direct cost to the taxpayers is more or less straight- 
forward — much of the work not completed by government 
workers will be done later by employees paid overtime wages, or 
by temporary workers — the White House’s OMB next engaged 
in the far more speculative claim that the shutdown hurt the larger 
U.S. economy. “Outside experts estimate that the shutdown will 
reduce fourth quarter Gross Domestic Product (GDP) growth by 
0.2-0.6 percentage points.” 

Most of the claims of “negative economic impact” of the shut- 
down are based upon defective economic analysis, as the OMB 
calculations have no way to account for what would have been 
done with the money used from the subsidies had the funds been 
left in the free market. 

But the real political motivation behind the OMB study was 


to help demonize the Obama administration’s political opposi- 
tion. For example, the Washington, D.C.-based newspaper The 
Hill reported November 10 that financial kingpins have targeted 
House Liberty Caucus Chairman Justin Amash in a primary. The 
Hill story carried the headline, “Donors plot against GOP rebel,” 
and explained: “Business leaders are plotting to take down Rep. 
Justin Amash (R-Mich.) as part of a broader effort to punish law- 
makers over the government shutdown.” 

Look for Obama’s OMB report to be used as a bludgeon in 
both GOP primaries and in the 2014 general elections against Tea 
Party-aligned Republicans such as Amash. 


Lawmakers Push to Impeach Disgraced Attorney General Holder 


After having already been held in criminal contempt of Congress 
for an ongoing coverup of the Obama administration’s deadly 
“Fast and Furious” gun-running program, Attorney General Eric 
Holder is facing a fresh challenge: an effort by some GOP law- 
makers to impeach him before the end of the year. 

News that a group of Republicans was finally planning to do 
something about Holder’s lawlessness and defiance was first un- 
veiled during a town hall meeting by Rep. Ted Yoho (R-Fla.), a 
liberty-minded freshman in Congress who worked as a veteri- 


= 


narian before taking office. “It’s to get him out of office — im- 
peachment,” Yoho was quoted as saying in local newspapers on 
November 5. 

A formal resolution to impeach Holder is already being drawn 
up, sources on Capitol Hill said. “It will probably be when we get 
back in [Washington],” Yoho continued during the town hall ses- 
sion with constituents in the town of Chiefland. “It will be before 
the end of the year. This will go to the speaker and the speaker 
will decide if it comes up or not.” While it was not immediately 
clear which other lawmakers were behind the effort, the list of 
outraged lawmakers is vast. By July, over 135 congressmen had 
cosponsored a resolution calling on Holder to resign immediately. 
Public fury continues to grow, too. 

Rep. Paul Gosar (R-Ariz.), who introduced the no-confidence 
resolution, summarized a few of the reasons in a speech on the 
House floor in July. “Mr. Holder’s violations of the law are egre- 
gious and he should not be immune from the prosecution or given 
license to act without restraint,” Gosar explained. “An ordinary 
citizen would go to jail for selling guns to Mexican drug cartels. 
An ordinary citizen would go to jail for secretly obtaining phone 
records and emails. An ordinary citizen would go to jail for lying 
to Congress about an investigation. What would happen to an 
ordinary citizen for lying to a judge? This is just a small part of 
what Attorney General Eric Holder is responsible for.” Ml 
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Fugitive Edward Snowden Asks Not to Be Considered a Criminal 
“Speaking the truth is not a crime. Iam confident that with the support 
of the international community, the government of the United States 
will abandon this harmful behavior.” 

Addressing the widespread eavesdropping conducted by the U.S. 
government and his pivotal role in the exposure of such a practice, 
Edward Snowden sent a letter to the West from his temporary home 
in Russia. 


q Edward 
* Snowden 
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New Oil and Gas Technology Continues to Impress Onlookers 

“Over the last 20 or 30 years, there’s been more technological leaps out of the oil and gas industry than 
there’s been out of Silicon Valley.” 

Pointing to new procedures such as hydraulic fracturing and horizontal drilling, Dale Nijoka of the 
accounting firm Ernst & Young saluted the innovations that are leading to the United States becoming 
energy independent. 


Drug Addiction Rising Sharply in Afghanistan 

“The entire region is addicted, whole villages. If you take off your shoes, the addicts will steal them. 
Anyone here that looks clean is a smuggler.” 

In many of the villages in Herat Province in northwest Afghanistan, opium has captured many local 
residents, according to Arbah Shahabuddin, a homeopathic doctor who lives in the area. 


Bill Clinton Claims His Daughter, 

Not His Wife, Would Make a Better President 

“Over the long run, Chelsea. She knows more than we do about 
everything.” 

Asked by interviewer Piers Morgan whether Hillary or Chelsea 
would be the better president, Bill Clinton pointed to his daughter. 
His choice seems to have been seconded by those who select mem- 
bers for the Council on Foreign Relations because, along with her 
father, Chelsea is a CFR member. Hillary has never been selected. 


Defeated Candidate Advises Others to Focus on ObamaCare 

“Despite being outspent by an unprecedented $15 million, this race came down to the wire because of 
ObamaCare. That message will go out to the entire country.” 

Republican Ken Cuccinelli, a strong and remarkably principled conservative, lost the race for gov- 
ernor in Virginia by 48 to 45.5 percent. The race, thought weeks previously to produce a landslide for 
the Democrat, tightened when voters began to realize what ObamaCare will mean to them. Hence, the 
defeated Cuccinelli urged other candidates for high office to hammer away about ObamaCare 5 seizure 
of the healthcare industry. 


Only Qualified Praise for Christie After His Big Win in New Jersey 

“T think it’s terrific that he’s brash, that he’s outspoken, and that he won his race. But I think we 
need more leaders in Washington with the courage to stand for principle. In particular, ObamaCare 
is not working.” 


Asked for a comment about the New Jersey governor 8 reelec- 
tion, Texas Senator Ted Cruz registered a less-than-enthusi- 
astic assessment of Chris Christie. 


Turkey’s Current President No Friend of Freedom 

“For Islamists,] democracy is just the train we board to reach 
our destination. When we get there, we get off the train.” 

As recently reported by the American Center for Democra- 
cy, it was 1994 when then-Mayor of Istanbul Recep Tayyip 
Recep » Erdogan (now Turkeys president) stated that he was a “ser- 
Tayyip vant of sharia” who intended to work for Islamist rule. @ 
Erdogan — COMPILED BY JOHN F. MCMANus 
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Call 1-800-727-TRUE to subscribe today! 
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QUICKQUOTES 


olicies 
irt Black 
Americans? 


There is no question that blacks, as a group, are faring poorly in the United States, so it’s worth 
knowing whether present policies are working wonderfully or failing spectacularly. 


by Kurt Williamsen quired to be a student-teacher for a se- kee, Wisconsin. I mainly chose a Milwau- 
mester. The rules allowed me to do my kee school because large schools near my 
ears ago as part of my college student-teaching at any high school that home wanted to hire teachers who could 
coursework to become a high- would accept me, and I chose Washington handle disruptive students — and where 
school English teacher, I was re- High School in the inner city of Milwau- _ better to learn to handle disruption than the 
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inner city? I also had a naive vision of the 
mainly black school populace where I’d be 
working: downtrodden kids who needed a 
hand and my help. But in truth, race had 
little if anything to do with my decision 
about where to student-teach because I re- 
ally had no experience with black people 
or much of a concept of how their lives 
were different from my own. 

Where I grew up in Kimberly, Wiscon- 
sin, one almost never saw a black person. 
The sum of my childhood experience with 
blacks derived from some white neighbors 
adopting a little black girl, whom I would 
see occasionally when I delivered newspa- 
pers, and watching Packer football on TV. 
Since I was raised in a household where I 
never heard a race-based word, except to 
hear that all people are created in God’s 
likeness, I really didn’t think of blacks as 
different from whites at all — they were 
just people with really good tans. My col- 
lege experience didn’t change my outlook 
much. Two black guys, Andre and Tony, 
did hang out with the group I associated 
with, but their differences were mainly in 
that Andre didn’t drink alcohol — an un- 
usual trait in my school — and Tony was 
from a well-to-do family in Nigeria and had 
a thick accent. 

It seemed to me that almost all other 
blacks on campus only hung around with 
other blacks, so I had almost no interaction 
with them. 

In fact, the only reason I thought of 
blacks as different at all is because I had 
seen the mini-series Roots, a story about 
slavery. 

Needless to say, I was in for a rude 
awakening during student-teaching. The 
hate in the Milwaukee school was pal- 
pable. Walking down a hallway, I could 
hear kids I had never met mutter the words 
“white mother-f***er’ or “white honkie,” 
and kids would play music with anti-white 
and anti-police lyrics. If memory serves 
me correctly, we averaged seven fights 
a week in school — kids beat each other 
ruthlessly — and on any given day, more 
kids might skip classes than attend. A 
large portion of my students had children 
of their own, and there was a nursery in 
the school. If something were left unat- 
tended and unlocked, it would probably 
be stolen. I had never seen anything like it. 

Nevertheless, many of the kids were out- 
wardly friendly, and some were honest to a 


www. TheNewAmerican.com 


fault. One huge, muscular kid 
named Jason wouldn’t tell a 
lie to save his life. Other kids 
aided charities and were in 
clubs, but they were the ex- 
ception, not the rule. I won- 
dered what made the bulk of 
students so different from the 
people I had grown up with. 
Then a couple of eye- 
opening experiences hap- 
pened, causing me to guess 
that blacks generally acted differently 
because they saw themselves as different. 
First, I attended a formal school dance for 
the students, held at a fancy hotel. Not 
only did the girls wear gowns and the 
boys wear suits and tuxedos, every kid 
there acted like a lady or a gentleman. 
It was an amazing transformation. Then, 
another student-teacher, a black man who 
had grown up in a mainly white section of 
Madison and didn’t understand the behav- 
ior of the Milwaukee students any better 
than I did, ranted one day about how much 
he hated it when whites asked him if he 
had been a basketball player. He said that 
it was racist and insulting to stereotype 
blacks as liking basketball. I pointed out to 
him that he didn’t mind when they asked 
him if he had played football — because 
he had played football. I also pointed out 
that he was well over six feet tall and 


According to the U.S. Census Bureau, in 
2011, the overall U.S. poverty rate was 15 
percent, while the poverty rate for blacks 
was 27.6 percent. Real median household 
income was $50,054 for all Americans; 
for blacks it was $32,229. 


looked athletic, so it was a natural ques- 
tion. (People frequently used to ask me 
if I played basketball, too, because I was 
from Kimberly, where there was a bit of 
basketball mania. It wasn’t because I was 
white.) If he had been fat, they probably 
instead would have asked him if he were 
in the chess club — or in any activities at 
all — regardless of race. 


Today, most people proclaim outright that 
there are actual, real differences between 
the races, caused by factors that are cultur- 
al, social, historic, or economic — though 
physical characteristics and skills are as- 
sumed to be equal. Because of the un- 
derstood differences, there is affirmative 
action to help blacks succeed in college; 
there are black-only awards in music and 
film; black political groups, such as the 


An expensive notion: “Progressive” priorities in education pertaining to blacks are always said to 
be aimed at getting downtrodden, poor blacks to college, but in reality those blacks succeeding in 
college are usually the children of fairly affluent parents. 
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According to the Journal of Blacks in 
Higher Education, black students have 


a 42-percent graduation rate from 
college, as opposed to a 62-percent 
rate for whites. 


Congressional Black Caucus and the Na- 
tional Association for the Advancement of 
Colored People (NAACP); and there are 
many politicians who proclaim that black 
Americans, more than other groups, need 
government handouts and other aid. 

On the surface, preferential treatment 
for blacks and the creation of black-ori- 
ented groups seems necessary, even right 
or righteous — despite the racist over- 
tones — because blacks truly do seem 
downtrodden: Blacks represent over 50 
percent of the homicide victims, though 
they are about 13 percent of the popula- 
tion, and, as Professor Walter E. Williams 
said, blacks represent “most of the vic- 
tims of violent personal crimes, such as 
assault and robbery.” And according to the 
U.S. Census Bureau, in 2011, the overall 
U.S. poverty rate was 15 percent, while 
the poverty rate for blacks was 27.6 per- 
cent. Real median household income was 


Tired truth: As Professor Walter Williams has said, there are several minimum requirements that 


$50,054 for all Americans; for 
blacks it was $32,229. As well, 
19.5 percent of blacks didn’t 
have health insurance coverage, 
as compared to 15.7 percent of 
the total population. Moreover, 
the black unemployment rate is 
approximately double the white 
rate, and the Heritage Founda- 
tion determined that only 56 per- 
cent of blacks graduate from high school. 

All told, it’s a gloomy recital of facts 
— one that screams, as blacks often do, 
“racial inequality,” meaning race-based 
social injustice. Such a list of facts in- 
dicates to many people that blacks need 
special help, government help, because 
without government aid, the situation will 
likely become worse. But is that what the 
evidence really shows? 

The answer is no! In fact, the prepon- 
derance of the proof demonstrates that 
preferential treatment and, especially, 
government aid have harmed blacks, not 
helped them. 

Let’s look at blacks and schools. 

As indicated earlier, blacks as a group do 
atrociously in school. Not only are black 
high-school graduation rates tragically 
low, when blacks do graduate, they often 
still aren’t competent for higher education. 
(In truth, 75 percent of all college students 
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need to be met to have student success: Someone must make the child do his homework, get a 
good night’s sleep, eat breakfast, get to school, and behave while there. 
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must take remedial classes in college.) Ac- 
cording to the Journal of Blacks in Higher 
Education, black students have a 42-percent 
graduation rate from college, as opposed to 
a 62-percent rate for whites. The question 
is why, and what should be done about it. 

Interestingly, it’s immediately evident 
that the kids are not failing because of a 
lack of liberal, “progressive” policy. In fact, 
liberal or “progressive” ideology dominates 
in education. Liberal policies that have 
been put in place to aid blacks in schools 
include — in elementary and high schools 
— not kicking out of school extremely dis- 
tuptive or violent kids, or even effectively 
disciplining them; lessening rigorous ex- 
pectations and assigning little homework; 
desegregating schools via forced bussing 
arrangements; ensuring the availability 
of public schools for all, paid for with tax 
money; hiring black teachers for black stu- 
dents; instituting the No Child Left Behind 
Act and the Head Start program; passing 
kids to the next grade who do not get pass- 
ing scores, called social promotions; spend- 
ing loads of money on teachers and teacher 
training to obtain quality educators; and 
creating small class sizes. 

In colleges, an emphasis has been 
placed on minority inclusion campaigns, 
lowered requirements for entry — lower 
than for whites and Asians — and an 
abundance of grants and scholarships for 
minority and impoverished students, all 
under the label of “affirmative action.” 
But even with the near ubiquitousness of 
such policies, blacks haven’t fared well, as 
noted above, especially poor blacks whom 
the aid is purportedly meant to help most. 

As Forbes noted in an article entitled 
“Poor Students Are the Real Victims of 
College Discrimination,” out of all stu- 
dents in the United States who received 
bachelor’s degrees, only “9.4 percent of 
those degrees went to students with fam- 
ily income below $33,000” — only a part 
of them black. At more selective schools, 
the problem is worse: “At elite law schools 
like Yale and Harvard Law, 60% of the 
incoming students tend to come from the 
top 10% of the socioeconomic spectrum ... 
while only 5% come from the bottom half. 
Similar studies of competitive undergradu- 
ate schools have shown that three-quarters 
of students come from the top economic 
quartile, while less than 10% come from 
the bottom half.’ (Emphasis added.) 
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Ironically, before all the programs to 
help blacks, the numbers of blacks gradu- 
ating from colleges was climbing rap- 
idly. According to the Journal of Blacks 
in Higher Education, “At the time of the 
Harlem renaissance in the 1920s, about 
10,000 blacks — one in 1,000 — were 
college educated [about one-tenth of one 
percent].” By 1940, according to the U.S. 
Census Bureau, 80,342 blacks who were 
more than 24 years old had four or more 
years of college, which equaled 1.2 per- 
cent of blacks versus 5.3 percent of whites 
with an equivalent education. By 1965, 
4.7 percent of blacks had such educational 
attainments, versus 9.8 percent of whites 
— blacks had nearly half as many college 
graduates percent-wise as whites. 

In 2008, after more than 40 years 
of “progressive” dominance in public 
schools, the college-degree attainment 
rate stood at 19.6 percent for African- 
Americans and 32.6 percent for whites. 
This still sounds like improvement from 
1965 (albeit slow improvement) — more 
than half as many American blacks had 
degrees as whites. But let’s not rush to 
congratulate public schools and progres- 
sive policy. 

As was pointed out by the website Real 
Clear Politics, “Black immigrants from 
Africa average the highest educational at- 
tainment of any population group in the 
country, including whites and Asians.” In 
other words, educated blacks from Africa 
skew the numbers of black degree holders 
way up. 

In fact, as of 2007, of Harvard’s black 
graduates — about eight percent of stu- 
dents altogether — “somewhere between 
one-half and two-thirds of black under- 
graduates were ‘West Indian and African 
immigrants or their children, or to a lesser 
extent, children of biracial couples,’” ac- 
cording to black professors at Harvard. 
This is not unusual. A study of 28 selective 
universities found that more than a quarter 
of the black students were immigrants. 

Then too, we can’t forget the influ- 
ence of private schools on black college 
success. A study by the leftist Brookings 
Institution found that “using a voucher to 
attend private school increased the over- 
all college enrollment rate among African 
Americans by 24 percent.” And this was 
no average study; it was the gold stan- 
dard. The students chosen to receive the 
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School standouts: Though teachers in Detroit’s public schools have high average incomes — 
supposedly the necessary incentive to get the best teachers and classes — only seven percent of 
eighth graders are proficient in reading, and four percent are proficient in math. 


vouchers were chosen at random from a 
pool of candidates, and they were com- 
pared against the students who wanted a 
voucher but didn’t get one — as close to 
statistically identical groups as possible. 
Nearly 12 percent of all ACT test takers 
in 2012 came from private schools and 
blacks make up six percent of private- 
school enrollment. 

Though a couple of progressive notions 
about education have shown signs of suc- 
cess — 1.e., smaller class sizes in elemen- 
tary school — most have been dismal 
failures. Not one of 114 tests administered 
to first graders showed a statistically sig- 
nificant positive effect of child enrollment 
in Head Start. All told, 35 percent of U.S. 
adults either cannot read or read below a 
fifth-grade level. College affirmative ac- 
tion programs have led to high college 
dropout rates for blacks in many colleges 
(see article on page 31). Homeschooled 
kids and private-school kids do better than 
public-school kids on SATs, meaning the 
argument that more public-school spend- 
ing is the solution to education problems is 
nonsense, as both groups generally spend 
far less on education than public schools. 
(Also, Detroit’s public schools — the land 
of “progressive” policies for over 50 years 
— have some of the highest paid teachers 
and worst-performing students, along with 
those in Washington, D.C.) And so on. 

Again, the likelihood that these “pro- 
gressive” plans would fail to fix schools 
should have been self-evident by looking at 


history: Prior to the 1950s and ’60s — prior 
to government “help” for blacks and deseg- 
regation in schools — while it was true that 
some black, segregated schools produced 
poor results, other black schools, facing 
many deficiencies such as a lack of funds 
and using hand-me-down books from white 
schools, often produced student bodies with 
high average IQs and graduated scholars of 
note, such as the first black Supreme Court 
justice, Thurgood Marshall; the first black 
general, Benjamin O. Davis, Sr.; the dis- 
coverer of blood plasma, Charles R. Drew; 
etc. And these schools had common traits: 
They were generally highly disciplined and 
academically demanding, had the support 
of parents (as opposed to the interference 
of parents), grouped kids by ability, did 
not spend much time or energy on “black- 
ness” or black culture, and often had white 
teachers and large class sizes and were pri- 
vate religious schools. Neither the race of 
the students or teachers nor the amount of 
educational spending or black/white inte- 
gration were key factors in student success. 
Black economics professor Thomas 
Sowell, who has studied school statistics 
and written several books on education, 
noted, “In short, no stringent ‘elitism’ is 
necessary to achieve high-quality educa- 
tion. It is only necessary to ... exclude the 
tiny fraction [of students] who are trou- 
blemakers.” (For more info on the state 
of black schools and students before affir- 
mative action, read Sowell’s book entitled 
Education: Assumptions Versus History.) 
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A study of 28 selective universities found 


that more than a quarter of the black 


students were immigrants. 


As Professor Walter Williams once 
noted, if racial oppression and a legacy 
of slavery are truly to blame for the prob- 
lems of blacks in schools — as progres- 
sives claim routinely — the consequences 
obviously skipped a couple of generations. 

Though liberal plans to “fix” schools 
repeatedly fail before being set aside for a 
while and then recycled under a new name, 
commendable conservative recommenda- 
tions to fix the schools — vouchers for pri- 
vate schools, increased school discipline, 
strengthening families and marriage, etc. 
— have been ridiculed by liberals. 


Outside the realm of school, blacks also 
fare poorly when compared with other 
racial groups. As was mentioned earlier, 
black unemployment and income statistics 
show a negative disparity toward blacks: 
Both black adults and black teens have 
higher unemployment rates than whites 
and Asians, and lower family incomes. 
This is true even though, here too, liberal 
policies said to aid the potential of blacks 
as regards unemployment rates and wages 
have been in place for many years: pre- 
vailing wage rates, the minimum wage, 
union bargaining power, occupational and 
business licensing laws, and affirmative 
action laws to comply with federal and 
state contracting requirements. 

The policies have not worked to open 
up job opportunities and end black pov- 
erty. Almost unbelievably, in the name of 
fighting racism and racial inequality, the 
policies resulted in fewer black workers, 
fewer blacks in the skilled trades, fewer 


Regulatory effect: Andrew Sum, director 

of the Center for Labor Market Studies at 
Northeastern University in Boston, said 
about youth employment, “We have never 
had anything this low in our lives. This is a 
Great Depression for teens.” As governments 
raise minimum wages and add regulations, 
businesses will do everything possible to cut 
costs, such as reduce unskilled, temporary 
labor. This leads to job competition, as these 
McDonald’s applicants are learning. 
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black business owners, and 
more poverty for blacks. 
That’s quite a track record, 
one documented by econo- 
mist Walter Williams in his 
short but excellent book 
Race and Economics: How 
Much Can Be Blamed on Discrimination? 

Professor Williams can hardly be ac- 
cused of being a racist defending the status 
quo: He is a black man who grew up in the 
Philadelphia housing projects without a 
father; while in the U.S. Army fought in- 
stitutionalized discrimination to the point 
of being court martialed; was an admirer 
of Malcolm X; and was a believer in mini- 
mum-wage laws. Then he did research. 

He discovered not only that “progres- 
sive” policies weren’t beneficial to blacks, 
but that at the time they were initially in- 
stituted, it was almost universally under- 
stood that the laws were meant to keep 
blacks down, protecting white jobs from 
black workers. 

The first federal law to mandate that a 
prevailing wage be paid was the Davis-Ba- 
con Act of 1931. Prevailing wage laws re- 
quire that the prevailing local wage — usu- 
ally the union wage in the area — be paid 
to laborers working on government build- 
ing contracts so that itinerant workers can’t 
work for less money than local workers. 
The Davis-Bacon Act was passed because 
out-of-state contractors were low-bidding 
building contracts in New York through the 
use of black laborers from the South — the 
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same reason the first of these type laws was 
passed at the state level in Kansas in 1891. 

Many representatives were very open 
about the reason for the new law. Represen- 
tative Clayton Allgood said, “Reference has 
been made to a contractor from Alabama 
who went to New York with bootleg labor. 
This is a fact. That contractor has cheap 
colored labor that he transports ... and it is 
labor of that sort that is in competition with 
white labor throughout the country.” 

The movement to pass laws against 
black labor was moved ahead through the 
efforts of a labor union, the American Fed- 
eration of Labor, as Williams pointed out: 


William Green, president of the 
American Federation of Labor, made 
clear the unions’ interests: “[C]olored 
labor is being sought to demoralize 
wage rates [in Tennessee].” 


At the same time “blacks were excluded 
from most major construction unions.” 
And the prevailing wage laws did what 
their backers wanted them to do: They 
kept blacks from getting jobs and skills to 
advance in the job market. In practice, 


the acts wage and work jurisdiction 
requirements make it costly for non- 
union shops to hire and train unskilled 
workers, because they had to pay work- 
ers wages and benefits that exceed 
worker productivity. Initially, the act’s 
regulations did not make a distinction 
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between unskilled and skilled workers 
unless the former were members of a 
union apprenticeship program. As a re- 
sult, contractors were forced to pay a 
worker who was not a member of such 
a program the same wage as a skilled 
worker. [Emphasis added. ] 


Still today, this ensures, said Williams, 
quoting Ralph C. Thomas, the executive 
director of the National Association of 
Minority Contractors, “that a contractor 
has ‘no choice but to hire skilled trades- 
men, the majority of which are majority 
[white].... Davis-Bacon ... closes the door 
in such an activity in an industry most ca- 
pable of employing the largest numbers 
of minorities.’” 

The repercussions of such laws are real 
and tragic, as, again, pointed out by Wil- 
liams. The director of one 


Chicago-based social service organ- 
ization ... found that Davis-Bacon 
adds as much as 25 percent to her 
housing renovation costs. It fre- 
quently prevents her from hiring the 
low-income, low-skills residents to 
do rehabilitation work in the housing 
project in which they live. 

Elzie Higginbottom [who] builds 
low-income housing in Chicago ... 
says, “I’ve got to start out a guy at 
$16 an hour to find out if he knows 
how to dig a hole. I can’t do that.” As 
a result he is prevented from hiring 
unskilled local blacks. 

Ralph L. Jones ... manages housing 
projects for HUD. [In 1990,] when 
Jones decided to repair 200 dilapi- 
dated units, he planned to employ un- 
skilled residents, at $5 an hour, to pull 
out unsalvageable parts of the build- 
ing and later to assist skilled craftsmen 
in restoring the property. However the 
Davis-Bacon Act required that he pay 
laborers $14 an hour. He was forced 
to hire only skilled laborers, very few 
of whom were blacks or residents of 
the project. 


Davis-Bacon also has hefty government pa- 
perwork requirements, which give advan- 
tages to large union shops that can afford 
lawyers over small non-union shops that 
can’t, penalizing black small businesses. 
Not surprisingly, the minimum wage 
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Loyalty misplaced? Barack Obama won 96 percent of the black vote in the 2008 presidential 
contest and nearly that in 2012, which is odd in that Obama’s economic measures, such as 
his union and minimum-wage positions, align well with the policies of anti-black politicians 


from the past. 


has the same type of effect on blacks’ 
employment opportunities. Though state 
and federal governments can mandate a 
minimum wage, they cannot use a magic 
wand to imbue workers with the “produc- 
tivity that make the worker’s output worth 
the higher wage,” so unless an employer 
is willing to lose money while he trains a 
new prospective worker, he will find ways 
around the law. He may refuse to hire un- 
skilled workers — such as poor blacks — 
who are not worth the minimum wage; he 
may find a way to mechanize a position 
or make present workers accomplish more 
tasks or simply lay off workers or close a 
company. The law does put more money 
in the pockets of some workers, helping 
them, but it also surely means that a large 
cohort of workers cannot find jobs at all, 
to their very great detriment. 

To conceptualize the damage that such 
laws do to the unskilled, imagine a pro- 
posal wherein the minimum wage jumped 
to $100 an hour. Yes, some businesses will 
be able to raise the prices on their goods 
and services in order to compensate for the 
additional labor costs and will continue 
with business as usual, but many will not 
be able to sell enough goods at the new 
higher labor prices and will modify their 
business practices accordingly. If fast- 
food places paid their employees such a 
wage, it is likely that the costs of their food 
would go so high that no one would eat out 
anymore. Also, because companies try to 
pass along these minimum-wage increases 


to their customers by raising their prices, 
minimum-wage workers would have to 
pay more for the products they buy, thus 
minimizing any benefit. 

When smaller increases in the minimum 
wage are made, all of the same factors 
apply, only to a lesser extent. 

Critics of such a conclusion — who 
claim that raising the minimum wage does 
not negatively affect unemployment levels 
and hurt the unskilled poor — often use as 
their proof a study by Princeton professors 
David Card and Alan B. Krueger examin- 
ing the effect of New Jersey’s 1992 mini- 
mum-wage increase, from $4.25 to $5.05 
per hour. (Interestingly, a liberal group ad- 
vocating for a higher minimum wage re- 
cently sent me a brochure using this study 
as proof that they are right.) The professors 
phoned New Jersey businesses and asked 
about the businesses’ hiring intentions 
once the new minimum wage went into ef- 
fect. The businesses reportedly told inter- 
viewers that the minimum wage wouldn’t 
affect their hiring, thus supposedly proving 
that increasing the minimum wage didn’t 
affect job creation and availability. 

But later studies completely discredited 
Card and Krueger. A study by professors 
David Neumark and William Wascher 
obtained payroll data from the businesses 
Card and Krueger had surveyed and sub- 
sequently learned that unemployment did 
rise with the increase in minimum wage, 
just as predicted by general economic the- 
ory. Williams added: Not only were simi- 
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lar effects of unemployment documented 
by numerous economic studies and the 
government’s “General Accounting Of- 
fice, Congressional Budget Office, and the 
Council of Economic Advisors,” 


suggesting lost generation,” about 
unemployment findings by the 
Center for Labor Market Studies 
at Northeastern University: 


Though state and federal governments 
can mandate a minimum wage, they 


cannot use a magic wand to imbue 
In 2000, 61.28 percent of white 
teens 16 to 19 held a job, a 
number that fell to 39.25 per- 


workers with the “productivity that 
make the worker’s output worth the 


a presidential commission reported in 
1980 that teenage employment fell 1 


to 3 percent for every 10 percent hike 
in minimum wage. 


Moreover, the Employment Policies Insti- 
tute reported on a study by Florida State 
economist David A. Macpherson that 
showed that few poor families benefit 
from a minimum-wage increase anyway; 
most of the increase goes to young people 
from families well above the poverty level. 

Poor minorities suffer most from the min- 
imum wage, as they tend to be most lack- 
ing in skills. “Black youth unemployment, 
nationally for more than a half century, has 
ranged from two to three times the corre- 
sponding rate for whites,” pointed out Wil- 
liams. “Historically, in some metropolitan 
areas, black youth unemployment has been 
higher than 60 percent!” And the problem is 
getting progressively worse. Youth employ- 
ment altogether has plummeted, with poor, 
unskilled blacks faring the worst. This point 
was made in an article earlier this year en- 
titled “Teen employment hits record lows, 
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cent this summer. For African 
Americans, a number that was 
dismal in 2000, 33.91 percent of 
16 to 19 year olds holding a job, fell to 
a staggering low of 19.25 percent this 
June and July. 


And as Macpherson claimed, it was the 
well-to-do who got jobs: “Some 46 per- 
cent of white male teens whose parents 
earned between $100,000 and $149,000 
held a job this summer, compared with 
just 9.1 percent of black male teens whose 
family income was below $20,000.” 
Notably, as Williams demonstrates, prior 
to the implementation of “progressive” pol- 
icies and during times of far more blatant 
racial discrimination in this country, “black 
unemployment was /ower and blacks were 
more active in the labor market than they 
are today. In 1910, for example, 71 percent 
of blacks over nine years of age were em- 
ployed, compared to 51 percent for whites. 
Earlier periods display the same pattern.” 


Louisiana 
Governor 
Bobby Jindal 


“Progressive” lawsuit: The White House and the Justice Department are bringing suit 
against the state of Louisiana because the state is offering increased school vouchers so that 
underserved kids (mainly black children) can go to private schools. The U.S. government 
ludicrously claims that the vouchers are undermining desegregation in that state. 
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higher wage.” 


(And as late as 1960, “black male labor 
force participation in every age group was 
equal to or greater than that of whites.’’) 
Unemployment for blacks at that time 
also lasted for a shorter duration than for 
whites. Moreover, “the black wage rate for 
agricultural employment was nearly identi- 
cal to that of whites.” After 1930 and the 
beginnings of laws to control labor, wages, 
and employment contracts, however, “the 
nonwhite employment-population ratio fell 
significantly.” 

And just as minimum-wage and pre- 
vailing-wage laws penalize unskilled 
workers and minorities — in order to 
benefit others who manage to retain jobs 
— pro-union legislation and occupational 
licensing do the same. As the power of 
unions in the skilled trades grew, black 
opportunities declined. Prior to expanded 
union power, in the South, blacks made up 
a significant portion of the skilled trades, 
as explained by Isaac Weld in the 18th 
century: “Among their slaves are found 
tailors, shoemakers, carpenters, smiths, 
turners, wheelwrights, weavers, tanners, 
etc.” It was a commonly held perception 
that blacks predominated in both skilled 
and unskilled labor in the South. 

But unions helped put an end to that by 
not admitting blacks: “The International 
Brotherhood of Electrical Workers and the 
United Association of Plumbers and Steam- 
fitters unions long excluded blacks from 
membership by tacit agreement among 
their members. As of 1920, the Electrical 
Workers Union 142,000 members includ- 
ed no blacks.” Other unions did the same. 
Even as late as 2004, the Chicago Tribune 
pointed out indications of anti-black rac- 
ism in Chicago’s construction unions: 


Despite government efforts and 
court orders to diversify unions dat- 
ing back to the 1960s, blacks have 
made only halting progress in Chi- 
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Welfare and “want”: The poverty rates for all races were declining rapidly until the welfare state, as 
we know it, was instituted in the mid to late 1960s. Then, generational welfare became common. 


cago’s trade unions and in some 
cases have lost ground. 

In one of Chicago’s largest trade 
unions — the electricians — the 
percentage of black apprentices has 
plunged from 20 percent between 
1996 and 1999 to 10 percent be- 
tween 2000 and the present. [Blacks 
are one-third of Chicago’s populace. } 

The only union in which African- 
Americans made significant gains is 
in the laborer’s union, which is the 
least skilled and pays less than most 
other trades. 


But even as blacks were pushed out of 
jobs and marginalized through these 
“progressive” laws, “progressive” leg- 
islation was there to get blacks back on 
their feet — or was it? 


Welfare 
In the area of government welfare, again, it 
cannot be realistically claimed that progres- 
sive policies have not been tried to aid black 
families, to lift blacks from poverty. The 
government provides food assistance, low- 
income loans, housing, healthcare, phones, 
day care, and job training — and it has been 
in the poverty business in a big way since 
1964 and in a smaller way since the 1930s. 
The results of such government inter- 
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vention depend on how one views “suc- 
cess.” Liberals usually determine the 
relative success of welfare programs by 
how many “needy people” receive bene- 
fits. Taken as whole, progressives usually 
consider welfare to be a great success, 
though not nearly as successful as it could 
be because conservatives are too stingy, 
uncaring, and heartless. Liberal blogger 
Terrance Heath recently commented on 
the 1996 welfare reform law named the 
Personal Responsibility and Work Op- 
portunity Reconciliation Act, which was 
meant to allow states to reform their wel- 
fare laws and coerce so-called welfare 
queens into getting jobs (using this law, 
between 1996 and 2000, Idaho reduced 
its welfare caseload by 94 percent). He 
said about this “conservative” success 
story, “The ‘success’ [of welfare reform] 
was getting people off welfare rolls, not 
necessarily improving their condition. It 
was about reducing the number of people 
receiving government assistance, not re- 
ducing need for assistance.” 

Such a typical liberal line, of course, 
creates a paradox: Either conservatives 
as a group, most of whom are undoubt- 
edly professing Christians, are heartless 
and cruel because they don’t support un- 
limited government giveaways that are 
obvious, visible “good,” or conservative 


assertions are true about liberals being 
willfully ignorant both about the harmful 
repercussions of the programs they sup- 
port and about the other more-efficacious 
ways that the poor could be helped. (See 
article on page 21) 

Which seems more likely? 

As with minimum-wage requirements, 
welfare definitely helps some people; the 
question, therefore, becomes, “Does wel- 
fare do more harm than good?” If it does 
more harm than good, its existence should 
not be justified by anyone who cares about 
the poor. 

If the main goal of welfare is to reduce 
poverty, as President Lyndon Johnson 
proclaimed in his January 8, 1964 “War 
on Poverty” State of the Union address 
that prompted welfare as we know it 
today, one would have to conclude that 
welfare has failed. 

Johnson said in setting the goal of the 
welfare state, 


Our joint Federal-local effort must 
pursue poverty, pursue it wherever 
it exists — in city slums and small 
towns, in sharecropper shacks or in 
migrant worker camps, on Indian 
Reservations, among whites as well as 
Negroes, among the young as well as 
the aged, in the boom towns and in the 
depressed areas. Our aim is not only 
to relieve the symptom of poverty, but 
to cure it and, above all, to prevent it. 


How short have we fallen from the ini- 
tial stated goal of ending poverty through 
welfare? Prior to the start of the War on 
Poverty, black poverty was decreas- 
ing steadily, despite the job handicaps 
placed in the way of blacks by biased 
white unions, anti-black minimum-wage 
and prevailing-wage schemes, and occu- 
pational licensing laws. 

The black poverty rate was cut dramati- 
cally between 1940 (then between 71 and 
87 percent in poverty, depending on which 
statistics are used) and 1966 (41 percent). 

Once the War on Poverty began, how- 
ever, progress stalled, though by the year 
2012, welfare spending at the local, state, 
and federal levels totaled nearly $1 trillion 
per year. As the Cato Institute reported 
last year: “Combined with state and local 
spending, government spends $20,610 for 
every poor person in America, or $61,830 
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per poor family of three. Given that the 
poverty line for that family is just $18,530, 
we should have theoretically wiped out 
poverty in America many times over.” 
Cato also reported: “More than 46 million 
Americans continue to live in poverty. 
Despite nearly $15 trillion in total welfare 
spending since Lyndon Johnson declared 
war on poverty in 1964, the poverty rate 
is perilously close to where we began 
more than 40 years ago.” (See chart #1) 
Of course, it’s a general truism that what- 
ever government subsidizes — in this case 
single motherhood — it gets more of. 
From the outset of Johnson’s “War,” wel- 
fare spending contributed to overall black 
poverty by encouraging single-parent, 
female-headed households, which are not 
only the most reliable predictor of poverty 
in the United States but which lead to vio- 
lence against and by children, cause anti- 
social behavior in kids, and lead to declin- 
ing school scholastics, etc. Sound familiar? 
Welfare programs had an insidious ef- 
fect on black culture — more so than white 
culture — because of the way they were 
designed. With dramatically more blacks 
than whites being in poverty and with less 
future prospects when the War on Poverty 
got started, young black women often 
had children out of wedlock, beginning 
a cycle of enduring poverty and welfare 
wherein they relied on welfare as a main 
source of income, as did their children. 
Welfare provided more money for young 
women with fatherless children, on av- 


Chart #2 
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erage, than the same young 
women could have made 
if they were employed. If a 
woman became married, she 
would lose benefits, making 
it beneficial for her to either 
just hook up with men or co- 
habitate, rather than marry. 
The consequences of the law 
influenced U.S. culture, and 
not for the better. 

Higher black poverty rates than white 
poverty rates would account for the fact 
that the percentage of births to unmarried 
black teens far outstripped the percent- 
age of births to unmarried white teens 
— though the white rate began climbing 
when the War on Poverty began as well. 
(See chart #2) Also, white girls who put 
off having a child would eventually make 
far more money than would black girls 
who put off having a child: “The gain from 
not giving birth as a teen is far greater for 
whites ($47,732) than for African Ameri- 
cans ($15,575).” 

In the 1950s, approximately 20 percent 
of black children lived in mother-headed 
families. In 1965, the rate was about 22 
percent. By the early ’90s, more than 50 
percent did. In 2012, the rate was 51 per- 
cent. Another 15 percent of black children 
live only with their father or with neither 
parent (often with a grandparent). And 73 
percent of black babies are now born to 
unwed mothers. Meanwhile, between 1965 
and 1973, the percentage of black families 
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Progressing upward: When the War on Poverty began in the 1960s in this country, the births 
to unmarried black teenagers far outstripped births to unmarried white teens — likely because 
of higher levels of poverty amongst blacks — but the white rate began to climb, as well. 
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And 73 percent of black babies are now 
born to unwed mothers. Meanwhile, 


between 1965 and 1973, the percentage 
of black families on welfare increased 
from 10 to over 30 percent. 


on welfare increased from 10 to over 30 
percent. In 2009, the rate was 37.6 percent. 

A lack of spending on poverty cannot be 
credibly used to explain the persistence of 
poverty and problems in the black culture, 
but welfare can be — to a large extent. More 
accurately, a perfect storm of “progressive” 
initiatives came together in the mid-1960s: 
Blacks for years had been largely relegated 
to menial, unskilled labor because of union 
and political efforts to enact rules and regu- 
lations meant to have just such an effect, 
and then, at a time when young adults were 
being encouraged by liberal hippies to shed 
traditional sexual mores and embrace free 
sex and feminism — telling women that 
they didn’t need males (and saying worse 
about men) — welfare provided an incen- 
tive for young black women to raise father- 
less children and collect welfare, leading to 
the epidemic problems with black crime, 
black schooling, black unemployment, and 
black poverty. 

Nowadays, though true to a lesser ex- 
tent than in the past because of reduced 
welfare benefits, in many states welfare 
recipients can still make more by milking 
the welfare system and not working than 
by working for a living, as was illustrated 
by the Cato Institute: “In 33 states and the 
District of Columbia, welfare pays more 
than an $8-an-hour job. In 12 states, in- 
cluding California, as well as the District 
of Columbia, the welfare package is more 
generous than a $15-an-hour job.” The 
system also disincentivizes working one’s 
way up if one does have a low-paying job. 
The American Enterprise Institute showed 
that a single mom is better off earning a 
gross income of $29,000 — because with 
benefits she would take in $57,327 in net 
income — than to earn a gross income 
of $69,000, because she would end up 
with net income and benefits of $57,045. 

Against these failures, what has welfare 
accomplished? According to the leftist 
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Quite a job: Single motherhood is a predominant factor in predicting the likelinood that a person 
will be in poverty. Here a single mother walks with her child at a job fair. Even if a job is available 
to her, the hours and pay of the job will have to accommodate child care. 


Washington Post, unofficial government 
estimates show that government “wel- 
fare” programs, including Medicaid, food 
stamps, the Earned Income Tax Credit, 
etc., lower the number of people in pov- 
erty by less than three percent. Consider- 
ing the relatively small gain from welfare 
and the horrific social and economic costs, 
it’s safe to say that welfare has done more 
harm than good. 

Brewed into the toxic mixture of ’60s 
ideology and government action that 
spawned welfare was the racially divi- 
sive and sometimes hate-filled rhetoric of 
such people as Jesse Jackson, Al Sharp- 
ton, Louis Farrakhan, and Malcolm X, 
as well as a long list of black and white 
politicians, prompting blacks to lash out 
at “racist whites” — whites as a group — 
blaming them for all blacks’ problems. 
And the revolving door of black poverty, 
illegitimacy, and crime has kept turning 
ever since — with no end in sight. 

Ironically, most blacks have now been 
convinced by their so-called leaders — re- 
ally just blacks whom liberal mainstream 
media constantly turn to for soundbites to 
back “progressive” initiatives — to sup- 
port the very causes designed to keep 
blacks poor. 

Despite what most blacks have been led 
to believe, liberal propositions almost uni- 
formly single out blacks for harsh conse- 
quences. For instance, it is now generally 
acknowledged that government mandates 
that required banks to give home loans to 
unqualified borrowers led to the horrific 
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housing bubble that burst, forcing people 
out of their homes. Of people who took 
out loans in recent years, nearly 8 percent 
of blacks and Hispanics were foreclosed 
upon, as compared to about 4.5 percent 
of whites. And when the bubble burst, 
black wealth quickly evaporated, meaning 
blacks had to rely on unsecured debt with 
high interest rates, versus secured debt. 
Though some liberals, such as the ACLU, 
still deny the government’s primary role in 
the bursting bubble, even Henry Cisneros, 
the secretary of housing and urban devel- 
opment under Bill Clinton, admitted to the 
New York Times his and the government’s 
role in causing the calamity. 

Maybe even worse in terms of painful 
consequences for blacks are liberals’ gun 
control laws that restrict the ability of law- 
abiding citizens to obtain and use guns to 
protect themselves. Since blacks are more 
likely than other races to be victims of vio- 
lent crimes, they stand to benefit the most 
from being able to protect themselves. 
Democratic strongholds with strict gun 
control laws become killing fields. 

Detroit, Chicago, and Washington, 
D.C. are among the places in the country 
with the stiffest gun control laws — and 
the worst violence. Chicago, the place 
Obama has been calling home since be- 
fore he became a senator, makes national 
and even world news because of its ho- 
micide rate — at 359 murders this year, 
as of the end of October. Liberals insist 
that gun control laws will make citizens 
more safe, though major studies done by 


the Centers for Disease Control and the 
National Academies of Science — both 
pro-gun control entities — failed to find 
one gun control law that reduced murder. 
On the contrary, other major studies show 
very definitively that guns reduce crime, 
as do facts on the ground. Contrary to the 
liberal meme, when Florida became the 
first state to allow concealed carry of fire- 
arms, its murder rate dropped, not rose, as 
have the murder rates in other states that 
passed concealed carry legislation. 

As well, gun researcher Don Kates 
pointed out: 


The general pattern since WWII is 
that, decade-by-decade, the number 
of guns owned by civilians has risen 
steadily and dramatically — but mur- 
der rates nevertheless remained stable 
or even declined.... As for the latter 
part of the 20th Century, a study com- 
paring the number of guns to murder 
rates found that over the 25 year pe- 
riod 1973-97 the number of handguns 
owned by Americans had increased by 
163%, and the number of all firearms 
by 103%. Yet over that period the 
murder rate declined by 27.7%. 


And if one looks to areas of the United 
States that have the most lenient gun con- 
trol laws, we find the least gun violence 
— comparable to the European countries 
that liberals always want to compare to 
America. In fact, if murders by blacks in 
the United States — predominantly in cit- 
ies with strict gun control — were elimi- 
nated from U.S. crime statistics, U.S. mur- 
der rates would rival some countries with 
strict gun control in Europe. 

The drawbacks of liberal policies for 
blacks go on and on, seemingly without 
end, from tax policy to energy policy to 
social policy. Yet every time a liberal pol- 
icy fails to fix growing societal problems 
that typically affect blacks, such as pov- 
erty, liberals always propagate more of the 
same solutions that exacerbated the prob- 
lems in the first place. The correlation is so 
certain that it would be safe to say, “If one 
wanted to destroy black Americans eco- 
nomically, socially, and even physically, 
one could do no better than to think and 
act ‘progressively.’” 

Note: For a list of sources, see the ar- 
ticle online. 
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Contrary to popular belief, there are methods for helping blacks overcome economic and 
social problems other than direct government aid — proven, workable ways. 


BONDservant of Christ: Through his organization BOND, which operates entirely on private 
donations, the Rev. Jesse Lee Peterson is helping to rebuild black families, freeing them from 
welfare dependence. 


by Michael Tennant 


espite decades of government in- 

terventions ostensibly designed 

to improve the plight of people 
of color, a significant percentage of 
black Americans remains mired in pov- 
erty, joblessness, welfare dependence, 
and hopelessness. By many measures 
— crime, illegitimacy, and unemploy- 
ment rates, to name just a few — blacks 
are worse off now than they were before 
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government began “helping” them. (See 
preceding article, page 10) 

Anyone suggesting, therefore, that the 
myriad problems facing blacks — and, to a 
lesser but increasing extent, whites — can 
be solved by more of the same failed poli- 
cies either is willfully ignorant of the results 
of those policies or simply refuses to accept 
the facts that are staring him in the face. 

What, then, is to be done? Clearly, a 
radical rethinking of America’s approach 
to improving the lives of blacks is in order. 


There is no question that poverty is a 
huge problem for black Americans, and 
one of the best ways to escape poverty is 
to get a good education, something that 
has become increasingly difficult for poor 
blacks to do. 

“Tf I were the Grand Dragon of the Ku 
Klux Klan and I wanted to sabotage any 
opportunity for black academic excel- 
lence, I could not think of a better means 
for doing so than the public education es- 
tablishment in most of our cities,” George 
Mason University economics professor 
Walter E. Williams has stated on numer- 
ous occasions. 

Dominated by teachers’ unions, top- 
heavy with bureaucracy, and driven by 
an ideology that deems Heather Has Two 
Mommies and “climate change” more 
worthy of precious classroom time than 
the “three R’s,” today’s public school sys- 
tem isn’t just lousy; it’s perverse. 

Add in the poor discipline in most urban 
schools, and it’s no surprise that blacks 
generally perform poorly in school. The 
National Assessment of Educational Prog- 
ress (NAEP) found that the average black 
12th-grader scores at the same level as the 
average white seventh- or eighth-grader on 
standardized tests — and that’s assuming 
the black student makes it to 12th grade. 
In reality, nearly half of blacks drop out of 
school. Those who do finish high school 
often get accepted to colleges and universi- 
ties under affirmative action programs that 
virtually ensure their failure by admitting 
them to institutions where they cannot com- 
pete. (See book review, page 31) 

How do we get schools to perform up 
to expectations so that blacks will stand a 
good chance of success? 
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Daddy dearth: The welfare state plays a large role in promoting illegitimacy, Dr. Walter Williams 


Walter E. 
Williams 


argued. “It’s not a racial thing,” he said, noting that in lily-white Sweden, “the mother of all 
welfare states,” over half of all babies are born to unwed mothers. 


“One of the most important things is 
that people become aware of the educa- 
tion problem,” Williams, a black man who 
grew up in a Philadelphia housing proj- 
ect, said in an interview with THE NEw 
AMERICAN. Blacks, in particular, are get- 
ting a “grossly fraudulent education,” he 
charged, yet most parents — both black 
and white — seem to be completely obliv- 
ious to the failure of the schools. 

If Americans were truly aware of the 
depths to which the public school system 
has sunk, Williams argued, they would 
demand changes to it. The biggest change 
that he believes is needed is the introduc- 
tion of greater competition into the sys- 
tem, which is dominated by the govern- 
ment-school near-monopoly. 

The Rev. Jesse Lee Peterson, a black 
man who spent his formative years on a 
plantation in the Jim Crow South, agrees. 
“We’ve got to bring competition” to the 
educational system, Peterson, founder and 
president of the Los Angeles-based Broth- 


The National Assessment of Educational 
Progress (NAEP) found that the average 


black 12th-grader scores at the same 
level as the average white seventh- or 
eighth-grader on standardized tests. 
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erhood Organization of a New Destiny 
(BOND), told THE NEw AMERICAN. “We 
must bring that in if we want to see the 
public schools change at all. Otherwise, 
they’re not going to change.” 

Peterson called for “more homeschool, 
private Christian schools, or private 
schools” — educational settings that, in 
general, produce better-educated students 
at lower costs. 

He and Williams both recommended 
various school-choice initiatives as ways 
to introduce competition and enable par- 
ents to explore these other options with- 
out having to pay twice — once for public 
schools that they aren’t using and again 
for the schools that they are. (While well- 
intended, these initiatives must be care- 
fully considered because some, such as 
vouchers, carry with them the potential for 
government control of private schools.) 
The problem, Peterson noted, is that those 
favoring such policies face an uphill bat- 
tle against entrenched interests: teachers’ 
unions, liberal politicians, 
and self-appointed black 
leaders, many of whom, like 
President Barack Obama, 
send their own children to 
private schools. 

Of course, the ideal would 
be to abolish public schools 
completely and let the free 
market supply an abundance 


of educational options to parents at af- 
fordable prices just as it supplies so many 
other necessities. This would benefit 
blacks at least as much as whites, for as 
Williams observed in a 1999 appearance 
at the Independent Institute: 


If you look for black academic ex- 
cellence, in poor neighborhoods, 
you see it in black owned and oper- 
ated schools such as Marva Collins 
School in Cincinnati and Chicago... 
, the Marcus Garvey School ... in 
the so-called troubled section of Los 
Angeles. I’ve been to the schools I 
have just mentioned. I have walked 
through every single classroom and 
those kids, the black kids at those 
schools from poor and low and mod- 
erate income families, many female 
headed households, 85 percent of 
those kids at each of those schools 
read at or above, sometimes six years 
above, grade level... 

How is this academic excellence 
achieved in these schools? The kids 
come to school sober. They have left 
their knives and guns at home. [It’s] 
quiet. The kids are in their seat actual- 
ly looking at the teacher. It’s no magic. 


For those who fear that shuttering govern- 
ment schools would plunge America into 
a dark age of illiteracy, let it be known that 
in the 1850s, prior to the era of widespread 
public schooling and compulsory educa- 
tion laws, the literacy rate in the United 
States was over 90 percent. Today it stands 
at 86 percent, with 21 percent of adults 
reading below a fifth-grade level and 19 
percent of high-school graduates unable 
to read at all. 

As long as public schools are with us, 
however, there are things that can be done 
to improve them. 

Number one on the list is to abolish 
the U.S. Department of Education and 
all other federal education programs, all 
of which are unconstitutional and a waste 
of taxpayers’ money. They also central- 
ize control of schooling in Washington, 
where such horrors as the No Child Left 
Behind Act, Common Core, and student 
data-mining can be foisted on the popu- 
lace. (See the August 19, 2013, “Common 
Core” issue of THE NEW AMERICAN.) 

Second, states, colleges and universities, 
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Rebinding the ties: Broken families are the source of numerous societal ills, including poverty 
and crime, so making intact, two-parent families once more the norm among blacks is essential 


to restoring their fortunes. 


and local school districts should require 
much more of teachers. Education majors 
have the lowest entrance-exam scores of 
all majors in college. Meanwhile, accord- 
ing to the American Enterprise Institute, 
they generally breeze through college with 
little effort because of grade inflation and 
receive overwhelmingly positive evalua- 
tions from school administrators once they 
enter the workforce. States and universi- 
ties need to demand more rigorous teach- 
er preparation; university administrators 
should crack down on grade inflation in 
education departments; and local school 
districts must perform honest evaluations 
of teacher performance based on actual 
classroom results. 

Third, schools should enforce strict dis- 
cipline; students need order and structure 
to learn. A 2004 study by the nonpartisan 
organization Public Agenda found that 
“student discipline and behavior prob- 
lems are pervasive” in public schools, par- 
ticularly in urban and impoverished areas, 
which often have high concentrations of 
blacks. Here, too, getting the feds out of 
schools would be of benefit: Obama issued 
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an executive order in 2012 establishing a 
new bureaucracy to ensure that schools 
are disciplining students of various racial 
groups in proportion to each group’s size 
rather than its misbehavior. 

Finally, get rid of affirmative action at 
the college and university level. Black 
students need to be admitted to schools 
where they belong on the basis of their 
preparation and aptitude. Were this the 
case, many more blacks would graduate 
than currently do. 


Jobs and Entrepreneurship 
Even more than schooling, simply get- 
ting steady employment is a reasonable 
guarantor of escaping poverty. “Only 2.6 
percent of full-time workers are poor. The 
‘working poor’ are a small minority of 
the poor population. Even part-time work 
makes a significant difference. Only 15 
percent of part-time workers are poor, 
compared with 23.9 percent of adults 
who do not work,” the Cato Institute 
found in 2012. 

For those receiving poor educations, 
getting work at an early age is especially 


important, said Williams. “Early work 
experiences,” he elaborated, teach youths 
“things like ... you come to work on time, 
you respect the supervisors, you dress in 
a certain way.” Moreover, when they’re 
“going to rotten schools in the first place,” 
he added, “the only way that they’re going 
to learn something that will make them 
a more valuable worker in the future is 
through on-the-job training.” 

But how can a black teenager with little 
education and no skills get paying work? 
His marketable skills are not worth very 
much to a prospective employer because 
he cannot produce much, yet the law 
requires the employer to pay every em- 
ployee at least $7.25 an hour. Add in other 
mandated costs such as Social Security 
and unemployment compensation, and 
the minimum legal wage comes to $10 or 
more an hour. 

“You put yourself in the place of an 
employer, and you say, well, it costs him 
$10 an hour no matter whom he hires,” 
Williams explained. “Does it make sense 
for him to hire the worker who is so un- 
fortunate so as to have skills that will only 
enable him to produce $4 worth of value 
per hour? Most employers will see that 
as a losing economic proposition and not 
hire that person.” 

Repealing the minimum wage and other 
labor laws that discourage the employ- 
ment of low-skilled workers would make 
it possible for many blacks to get their first 
jobs, where they can gain skills that will 
enable them to move up to higher-paying 
jobs and out of poverty. 

Another way to encourage employment 
is to remove barriers to starting and ex- 
panding businesses. Governments at all 
levels have erected a multitude of such 
barriers, from licensing laws to permit 
requirements to environmental impact as- 
sessments. Even something as simple as 
cutting hair or giving manicures requires 
permission from the government — often 
obtained at considerable expense. 

Driving a taxicab, for example, might 
be a good job for a young man with few 
marketable skills, but good luck finding 
such a job. Most major cities severely re- 
strict the number of cabs on the road, and 
they absolutely forbid anyone to transport 
passengers at anything less than the city’s 
minimum fares. In New York City, for in- 
stance, every cab on the road must have a 
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"Give me that old-time religion": Despite declining attendance, black churches still play a vital 
role in their communities. Many are now engaged in efforts to restore the black family. 


medallion issued by the city. Because the 
supply of medallions is so small relative 
to the demand for taxi services, the me- 
dallions can be very expensive to obtain. 
As Laurence Vance observed in Future of 
Freedom, “These systems discriminate 
against anyone who is seeking to get into 
the taxi business but who lacks the nec- 
essary tens or in some cases hundreds of 
thousands of dollars.” 

In San Francisco, another liberal mecca, 
Juliet Pries had to spend two years and hun- 
dreds of thousands of dollars just to open 
up an ice cream parlor. “Ms. Pries said she 
had to endure months of runaround and pay 
a lawyer to determine whether her location 
(a former grocery, vacant for years) was 
eligible to become a restaurant,” the New 
York Times reported. “There were permit 
fees of $20,000; a demand that she create a 
detailed map of all existing area businesses 
(the city didn’t have one); and an $11,000 
charge just to turn on the water.” 

“Even after she acceded to all the city’s 
demands,” the paper added, “her paper- 
work sat unprocessed for months.” All 
this time “she still had to pay rent and 
other costs, going deeper into debt each 
passing month without knowing for sure 
if she would ever be allowed to open.” 
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Under such conditions, it is amazing 
that anyone bothers opening up businesses 
in many locales. Meanwhile, existing busi- 
nesses in high-tax, high-regulation states 
such as California and New York are flee- 
ing to low-tax, low-regulation states such 
as Texas — and taking jobs with them. 

Eliminating the many barriers to open- 
ing and expanding businesses would go 
a long way toward stimulating economic 
growth and lifting blacks out of poverty. 
Just ask Hong Kong. 

As John Stossel reported on ABC’s 
20/20 some years ago, that tiny island, 
with no natural resources and a popula- 
tion density 20 times that of resource-rich 
India, went from being as poor as India to 
being “‘amazingly rich” in just a few short 
decades. How? 

“They had the one key ingredient: free- 
dom,” Nobel Prize-winning economist 
Milton Friedman told Stossel. 

Stossel was able to open his own busi- 
ness in Hong Kong in just one day by fill- 
ing out a single form that was instantly 
approved. In India, on the other hand, 
“You fill out form after form after form, 
and then you wait ... and wait ... for days 
or years, while the bureaucrats debate the 
merits of your application,” Stossel said. 


“It’s all well-intended: rules to make 
sure the food’s clean, the building’s safe. 
But the result is that so many good ideas 
die — die as forms bundled and stacked 
on shelves already cluttered with bundles 
from other people who are waiting.” 

The lesson for black (and white) 
Americans? 

“We need the government out of our 
lives, really, as much as possible,” said 
Peterson. “Let the free market reign.” 


Of course, even in the most prosperous so- 
ciety, there will always be those in need of 
a helping hand from time to time. People 
lose jobs, become disabled, or incur nec- 
essary expenses that they simply cannot 
meet. How should they be helped? 

Clearly, the current welfare system, 
which discourages honest work and 
encourages irresponsibility, needs to 
go. And though liberals would argue 
that anyone who would cut so much as 
a dime from government transfer pro- 
grams is a heartless bean counter, Wil- 
liams says it’s the only compassionate 
thing to do: 


I think that the way we treat poor 
people — we would not treat our 
own loved ones that way. That is, not 
many people would say, you know, 
their 16-year-old daughter makes a 
mistake and gets pregnant, and the 
family says, “Okay, here’s $500. 
Come back next week, same time, 
same place, sit on your a**, watch 
TV, and we’ll give you another $500. 
And if you have more kids, you make 
another mistake, you get $700.” Any- 
body we cared about, we would not 
do that to them. 


With millions depending on government 
handouts, “you can’t just end it just like 
that,” Peterson averred. “It would be too 
much of a shock to them, and they will 
start a riot.” (See Greece for a prime ex- 
ample of this phenomenon.) Instead, he 
suggested giving welfare recipients a 
definite deadline after which there will 
be no more handouts and, in the mean- 
time, making them work for their welfare 
checks. 

One of the ways the private sector could 
aid in a transition away from the welfare 
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When guns are outlawed: Blacks are disproportionately victimized by criminals in part because 
they live in cities with strict gun control laws that criminals ignore. Repealing these laws would 
give potential victims a chance to defend themselves. 


state — and even now can help blacks get 
off welfare — is to teach people skills that 
will enable them to get good jobs and to 
lead responsible, independent lives. Pe- 
terson’s BOND Leadership Academy for 
Boys is an excellent example of just such 
a program. (Like all of BOND’s efforts, it 
is funded entirely by private donations, not 
taxpayer dollars.) 

“At BOND Academy ... we’re teaching 
these boys a trade so when they finish high 
school, if they don’t want to go to college, 
they don’t have to,” Peterson explained. 
“They know a trade, they can work with 
their hands, they’!l be able to get a job and 
keep a roof over their heads, food on the 
table, educate their families.” 

What’s more, “we’re teaching these 
young black males ... how to be respon- 
sible, to read and write and work hard 
and save their money and understand 
how life works.” After nearly 50 years 
of welfare dependence, he argued, many 
“black adults need the same thing. They 
have to be taught now like little children 
because so many years have gone by 
where they have not been taught.” But if 
there were no welfare, how would people 
in need get by? 

In the 2012 book After the Welfare State 
— whose title suggests what should be ob- 
vious to all, namely that the welfare state 
is doomed, so we might as well start figur- 
ing out how to get along without it — Tom 
Palmer wrote: 
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Apologists for the welfare state 
want us to believe that before the 
welfare state, there was no provi- 
sion for those in need, no medical 
care, no education, no provision for 
old age, “no welfare.” That is not 
the case. In fact, in many cases the 
welfare state simply took over in- 
stitutions and arrangements that had 
been created by voluntary associa- 
tions, and then proceeded to claim 
credit for them. 

In the case of welfare institu- 
tions, prior to their displacement 
by the welfare state, there was a re- 
markable proliferation of voluntary 
institutions to help people to deal 
with the problems of life, from the 
need for medical care during times 
of misfortune to a friendly hand 
up when life had gotten one down. 
Historians have documented the re- 
markable story of the “friendly so- 
cieties” that provided such “mutual 
aid” before the welfare state crushed 
them. Such societies provided social 
solidarity, insurance against misfor- 
tune, moral support, and much more, 
all on a voluntary basis. 


In the United States, “only churches ri- 
valed fraternal societies as institutional 
providers of social welfare before the 
advent of the welfare state,” David Beito 
noted in another chapter of the book. “In 


1920, about eighteen million Americans 
belonged to fraternal societies, i.e., nearly 
30 percent of all adults over age twenty.” 

Fraternal societies were especially im- 
portant to immigrants and perhaps even 
more so to blacks, who were forced to 
found their own societies since they were 
generally excluded from those run by 
whites. As a result, in some cities in the 
early 20th century, more blacks had life 
insurance (provided by fraternal orders 
and other private societies) than native 
whites, who themselves lagged behind 
immigrant groups. 

“As a social welfare provider,” Beito 
penned, “the fraternal insurance society 
was not a panacea but, in the context of 
the time, it did a credible job of fulfill- 
ing the needs of members and their fami- 
lies.” Moreover, because the society’s 
assistance to members was based on inti- 
mate knowledge gained during members’ 
many social interactions, the society was 
able to know who genuinely needed help 
and to prevent frivolous claims. The so- 
ciety offered members a route to indepen- 
dence and self-reliance, not permanent 
dependence. 

Government policies seem to be largely 
at the root of the decline of fraternal soci- 
eties that began in the 1930s. The Great 
Depression and the accompanying rise 
of the welfare state, combined with (in 
Beito’s words) “legal or coercive impedi- 
ments which constrained fraternal societ- 
ies from effectively countering new pri- 
vate and governmental competitors,” dealt 
blows to societies from which they could 
not recover. 

If the welfare state and the many re- 
strictive laws were repealed, therefore, it 
seems reasonable to assume that Ameri- 
cans of all colors and socioeconomic 
backgrounds would again find voluntary, 
noncoercive means to survive in dif- 
ficult times. They might even return to 
the old-time virtues of thrift, hard work, 
and self-reliance, making relief much less 
necessary. 

Still, given how many people depend 
on government handouts these days, the 
question haunts one’s mind: If welfare 
were abolished, would there be sufficient 
charity to help those truly in need? 

“Without a doubt,” Peterson main- 
tained. “This is a great country, it’s a giv- 
ing country, and the churches were there 
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before the government took over, non- 
profits were there before the government 
took over, and they will be there when the 
government is gone.” 


Blacks are disproportionately both perpe- 
trators and victims of crime. Besides the 
toll it takes on individuals, the high crime 
rate in many black neighborhoods retards 
economic growth in those areas. Who, 
after all, wants to open a business where 
it is likely to be vandalized or robbed? 
Thus, in addition to removing legal im- 
pediments to black entrepreneurship, 
something must be done to make black 
neighborhoods safe for both individuals 
and businesses. But what? 

In order to answer that question, one 
must first discern just why crime rates in 
black neighborhoods are so high. 

“It’s a complex puzzle,” Baylor Uni- 
versity professor Byron Johnson told THE 
New AMERICAN. Many of the problems 
discussed above — poverty, unemploy- 
ment, poor schooling — play into it, he 
said. Black teens who drop out of school, 
for instance, are often running around un- 
supervised all day long with no one but 
their peers to guide them. 

Another factor often goes unexam- 
ined: the loss of Christian faith among 
black males. The black church, even 
more so than its white counterpart, is 
dominated by women, “with men ac- 
counting for more than 50 percent of 
the unchurched Black population,” ac- 
cording to Donald Barbera’s 2003 book 
Black and Not Baptist. 

Although Johnson argued that church 
attendance isn’t the only measure of 
faith, he added, “I can’t imagine that 
it’s not part of the problem that we see.” 
There is a “strong correlation” between 
faith and criminal behavior, said the au- 
thor of More God, Less Crime. “Religi- 
osity ... is inversely related to crime and 
delinquency.” 

For blacks, “the majority of those 
males who do attend church are over 50 
or under 15,” Barbera wrote. That pe- 
riod between the ages of 15 and S50 is, 
of course, prime time for committing 
crime. It’s no coincidence, therefore, 
that Johnson discovered in the course 
of interviewing numerous prisoners that 
“they grew up in the church, and then as 
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they entered their teen years, 
their mothers weren’t quite 
able to drag them to church 
anymore.” 

On the other hand, he re- 
marked, “If kids are raised 
in the church and they stay 
in the church — even if they 
come from disadvantaged 
neighborhoods, they grow 
up in the projects, but their mom makes 
sure that they’re in church — they’re sig- 
nificantly less likely to get arrested and 
they’re significantly less likely to get in- 
carcerated.” 

Thus, one solution to the crime prob- 
lem in black neighborhoods is to get more 
people attending church — not an easy 
thing to do in an age when Christianity is 
denigrated in schools, government, and 
the media and when there are so many 
other ways to occupy one’s time on Sun- 
day morning. Johnson believes many 
black churches don’t even realize how 
significant their role in the community is. 
Perhaps if they did, they would be a bit 
bolder about reaching out to their neigh- 
bors, which in turn might fill more pews. 

Another major contributor to crime 
among blacks is the disintegration of the 


In the 1850s, prior to the era of 
widespread public schooling and 


compulsory education laws, the literacy 
rate in the United States was over 90 
percent. Today it stands at 86 percent. 


black family, as evidenced by the fact that 
73 percent of black babies are born to 
unwed mothers, and 66 percent of black 
children either live in a single-parent 
family or with neither parent. With black 
marriage rates at all-time lows and illegiti- 
macy rates at all-time highs, it’s no sur- 
prise that many of the prisoners Johnson 
has interviewed never had “an older male 
role-model figure.” In fact, he recalled 
with a degree of sadness, “a lot of these 
guys get acquainted with their fathers in 
prison, and I’ve interviewed fathers and 
sons. I’ve even interviewed father, son, 
and grandfather before, together for the 
first time in prison.” 

Lacking fathers, black boys throw in 
with gangs in which “going to prison” is 
“almost a rite of passage,” and living past 
the age of 25 is unexpected, he said. 


A choice education: Introducing more competition into the educational system would vastly 
improve the quality of schooling that blacks receive — and make it worth their while to graduate. 
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In San Francisco, another liberal mecca, 
Juliet Pries had to spend two years and 


hundreds of thousands of dollars just to 


open up an ice cream parlor. 


Mentoring young blacks, especially 
those with one or both parents behind 
bars, may be one of the best ways to pre- 
vent them from turning to crime as they 
get older, Johnson asserted. He described 
one such program that he helped start in 
Philadelphia in 2000. Amachi, from the 
Nigerian Ibo word meaning “Who knows 
but what God has brought us through this 
child,” pairs up children of prisoners with 
mentors through Big Brothers Big Sisters 
and black churches. “That proved to be a 
big deal because people thought, you know, 
you won’t even be able to get people to step 
up to mentor these kids, but they did step 
up in big numbers,” said Johnson. Today 
there are 250 such programs in 48 states in 
partnership with 6,000 churches. And while 
it may be too early to tell just how success- 
ful Amachi is in the long run, it surely can’t 
hurt to have mentored over 100,000 kids 
who might otherwise have been left to their 
own devices. 


Black behind bars: Blacks are incarcerated at about six times the rate of whites, with “almost 9% 


Johnson believes mentor- 
ing is also a key ingredient in 
reducing prison recidivism. 
While there’s much to be said 
for a religious conversion 
in prison, most of the time 
that simply isn’t enough, he 
averred. Inmates “need a 
mentor,” he argued, especial- 
ly since many of them grew up fatherless. 
What’s more, they need mentoring after 
they get out of prison. 

“T think most guys when they’re in pris- 
on, when they get out they want to do the 
right thing, and they indicate they want to 
do the right thing, and they intend to do 
the right thing. But there are obstacles that 
they confront when they get out,” Johnson 
said. “And if they don’t have someone to 
be accountable to, it can make the differ- 
ence in someone spiraling out of control 
and all of a sudden, there’s a relapse and 
they’ re incarcerated within three weeks of 
being released from prison.” 

Johnson cited the Houston, Texas, Pris- 
on Entrepreneurship Program (PEP) as an 
example of precisely the type of in- and 
post-prison mentoring he thinks needs to 
occur. PEP, a faith-based organization that 
works with many secular partners, pairs 
inmates with business executives to de- 
velop business plans for the inmates’ post- 
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of Black men in their late 20s behind bars,” according to the Prison Policy Initiative. 
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prison lives. “They’re helping these guys 
not only get jobs, they’re helping some of 
them start their own businesses,” Johnson 
explained. 

The program, which started in 2004, 
is having great success, he maintained. 
“The employment rate [among ex-con- 
victs in PEP] is better than it is for ‘free 
world’ folk.” 

“This is an idea that I think has real 
potential all across the country,” he said. 
“If you can get guys making good money 
with good jobs, they’re now paying taxes, 
they’re paying child support, they’re not 
committing crimes. The benefit to society 
is very, very significant.” 


Despite their different backgrounds and 
perspectives, one thing on which all three 
men interviewed for this article agreed is 
that many of the problems facing the black 
community could be solved if only the 
black family could be restored. But how 
did we get to the point where, as sociolo- 
gist Andrew Cherlin observed, “a black 
child was more likely to grow up living 
with both parents during the days of slav- 
ery than he or she is today”? 

“Fifty years or so ago,” Peterson as- 
serted, “the government came in and told 
black Americans, ‘We’re gonna take care 
of you. You can’t make it because of rac- 
ism. It has held you back. But you can’t 
have a father in the home.’ And so black 
Americans, many said yes to that, and 
they took the fathers out of the home, 
the government became the daddy, and 
the corrupt black leadership became the 
leader of the people.” 

As aresult, generations of blacks have 
become trapped in a cycle of fatherless- 
ness and dependence — and the hope- 
lessness that accompanies these condi- 
tions. In this they differ little from their 
ancestors on the plantations of the Old 
South, where masters broke up families 
to prevent them from developing loyal- 
ties to one another (rather than their mas- 
ters) and slaves had nothing except that 
which their masters gave them. On the 
“new plantation,” as former presidential 
candidate Herman Cain termed it in the 
2012 film Runaway Slave, Uncle Sam is 
the master who gives today’s nominally 
free blacks just enough to get by so that 
they can continue to work for their mas- 
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Quality time, not doing time: Mentoring 
programs such as Big Brothers Big Sisters 
can help keep young blacks who have grown 
up fatherless from ending up in prison, said 
Baylor University professor Byron Johnson. 


ter by voting for those politicians who 
promise to give them more of other peo- 
ple’s earnings. 

Reducing or eliminating the very gener- 
ous transfer programs that have replaced 
fathers with welfare checks would be a 
good first step toward restoring the black 
family, yet it will take more than just a 
change in the source of income to turn 
around a culture in which single-parent- 
hood is the norm. 

“There’s no government policy that can 
halt the breakdown of the black family,” 
said Williams. 

That means it’s up to private institu- 
tions to turn the tide, and most prominent 
among those institutions is the church. As 
the website of the National Black Church 
Initiative (NBCI) puts it, “The Black 
Church has the ultimate responsibility to 
the family — if the Black family fails so 
does the Church.” 

NBCI, a coalition of 34,000 black 
churches, is in the midst of a 10-year 
program whose aim is “strengthening the 
African American family by repairing 
the damage created by unmarried par- 
ents, weak moral standards, and years of 
neglecting to address this truly pressing 
societal issue.” NBCI hopes to establish 
Black Family Institutes across the United 
States to educate people about the need 
to develop strong families with married 
parents and to warn them of cultural and 
political threats to the family. As part of 
this plan, NBCI is addressing many other 
problems faced by the black community, 
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particularly men, including low church at- 
tendance, dropping out of school, unem- 
ployment, and incarceration. 

BOND, too, is doing its part to restore 
the black family. Its motto, in fact, is 
“rebuilding the family by rebuilding the 
man.” The organization works to develop 
character in young black males so that 
they will grow up to be responsible hus- 
bands and fathers. 


Black Americans do indeed face many 
daunting challenges — challenges the pub- 
lic sector, under the sway of progressives, 
has both failed to solve and often contribut- 
ed to. The obstacles to a prosperous, orderly 
black community that is fully integrated 
into the mainstream of American society 
are great — but are they insurmountable? 

“Black people as a group have made the 
greatest progress over some of the highest 
hurdles in the shortest period of time than 
any other racial group in the history of 
mankind,” Williams said. “It speaks to the 
intestinal fortitude of a people to be able 
to make this great journey from 1865 to 
the present period, and similarly it speaks 
very well of a nation 
in which these kind 
of gains were pos- 
sible.” 

The obvious im- 
plication: If blacks 
could overcome 
the many obstacles 
placed in their path in 


the last 148 years, there’s no reason they 
can’t surmount the ones they face today. 
But things are going to have to change 
for that to happen because for a large seg- 
ment of the black population, such prog- 
ress “will remain elusive under the status 
quo,” he maintained. 

“There has to be,” he said, “a moral re- 
awakening in our country.” 

Peterson likewise believes the problem 
is not solely a matter of public policy. In 
fact, he’s “100-percent sure it’s spiritual.” 
Does this mean all hope is lost, particu- 
larly given Peterson’s less-than-sanguine 
view of most black churches, which he 
characterized as “weak”? 

“You know, when I look at it with my 
physical eyes, it makes me want to give 
up because it seems as though it’s already 
over. But because I believe in God and I 
believe that those who believe in him, we 
have the power to change things ... I have 
hope,” he said. “I believe that the change 
is going to come. I think the tough times 
[ahead] are going to make those who be- 
lieve in God stronger, and in that strength 
and willingness to endure, I believe things 
will change. I really do.” I 
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BOOK REVIEW 


Affirmative Action Assumptions 


For many years, debates over “affirmative action” programs for blacks going to college 
have focused on “fairness” when they probably should have centered on “worth.” 


by Kurt Williamsen 


Mismatch: How Affirmative Action 
Hurts Students It’s Intended to Help, 
and Why Universities Won’t Admit It, by 
Richard H. Sander and Stuart Taylor, Jr., 
New York: Basic Books (a member of the 
Perseus Books Group), 2012, 348 pages, 
hard cover. 


hat do a hyper-liberal college 
professor, an extremely liberal 
journalist, and the U.S. Com- 


mission on Civil Rights agree upon? Pres- 
ent “affirmative action” programs meant 
to aid blacks in college do exactly the op- 
posite — they hurt blacks. And the first 
two listed above present an abundance 
of facts to prove their point — includ- 
ing what happened at the Commission on 
Civil Rights — in their book Mismatch: 
How Affirmative Action Hurts Students 
It’s Intended to Help, and Why Universi- 
ties Wont Admit It. 

As could be expected, the authors, Pro- 
fessor Rick Sander and journalist Stuart 
Taylor, aren’t against affirmative action 
per se, but they are against the status quo, 
because it doesn’t work as intended. 

The authors are quick to point out that 
true affirmative action, which they define 
as “proactive efforts to prevent discrimina- 
tion against minorities and promote genu- 
inely equal opportunity by ensuring that 
selection procedures are fair and by using 
outreach and recruiting to correct past pat- 
terns of exclusion,” was, upon its inception, 
quickly overrun by “racial preferences.” 
Racial preferences, as they define them, are 
“programs that allocate college admissions 
or other opportunities based partly on the 
race of the candidate.” And it’s really these 
racial preferences that don’t work. 

The reason the preferences don’t work is 
that they cause a “mismatch” between the 
skills and attitudes of the blacks admitted 
to college under such preferences and the 
speed and degree of difficulty of the classes 
that the blacks enroll in. Colleges essential- 
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ly boost the credentials of black applicants 
as compared to the white and Asian appli- 
cants in order to obtain an acceptable num- 
ber of black students. This results in black 
students being placed in classes that move 
too fast or that require background infor- 
mation that the black students don’t have. 

To explain the authors’ point, I’ll use an 
example from my past. When I took my 
first college accounting class, that class 
moved so fast that we covered in two 
weeks all of the material that I had learned 
in a semester-long high-school accounting 
course. Without the foundation knowl- 
edge from that high-school course, I likely 
would’ve been so lost that I never would 
have passed the class. That’s what happens 
to mismatched blacks in college. 

The authors note that this is not a 
negative reflection on the intelligence of 
blacks; it is just a logical consequence of 
the system. 

The repercussions of the school/student 
mismatch are also logical to predict: black 
student panic and self-doubt, dropping out, 
changing career goals, and a perception by 
blacks and others that blacks “are inherent- 
ly poor students.’ Oftentimes, there is also 
substantial student debt, with no degree or 
career path with which to pay it off. 

Of course, such claims require substan- 
tial documentation. And the authors pro- 
vide it. The first story they tell is about what 
happened when California passed Proposi- 
tion 209, which bans racial preferences in 
college admittance. 

Anti-Prop. 209 activists claimed vocifer- 
ously that banning racial preferences would 
mean that blacks and Hispanics would dis- 
appear at elite California schools, such as 
Berkeley and UCLA. And they were par- 
tially correct: The total number of blacks 
did plunge at the elite schools initially, but 
“the total number of black and Hispanic 
students receiving bachelor degrees was 
the same for the five classes after Prop 209 
as for the five classes before.” (Empha- 
sis in original.) So all those students who 
would’ve dropped out anyway didn’t have 


RICHARD H. SANDER STUART TAYLOR, JR. 


MISMATCH 


HOW AFFIRMATIVE ACTION 
HURTS STUDENTS IT'S 
INTENDED TO HELP, 
AND WHY UNIVERSITIES 
WON'T ADMIT IT 


to suffer the humiliation and trials of fail- 
ure, while those who would have succeeded 
anyway did succeed. 

“As well, the drop in numbers of mi- 
norities at the schools was short-lived: 
“Strong black and Hispanic students ac- 
cepted UCLA offers of admission at much 
higher rates after the preferences ban went 
into effect.” 

Those blacks who were now denied ad- 
mittance to UCLA because their SATs and 
school background showed them to be un- 
qualified could then gain admittance to col- 
leges where they were more likely to suc- 
ceed. And the best of them could transfer to 
an elite school later. 

In a similar scenario, the eight Ivy 
League schools had low percentages of 
black students graduating with degrees in 
science, technology, engineering, and math, 
despite the fact that prior to beginning 
college a higher percentage of them than 
whites planned to get such a major. Upon 
investigation, it was learned that the com- 
mon denominator for those who dropped 
out of their preferred major was “weak 
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BOOK REVIEW 


Calling out racism: The liberal authors of 
Mismatch admit that “affirmative action” usually 
means “racial preferences” — usually for 
blacks, at the expense of others. Ironically, these 
preferences often hurt blacks the most. 


academic preparation.” On the other hand, 
black students at many historically black 
colleges and universities — less rigorous 
schools — “were far more likely not only 
to get bachelor’s degrees in science but also 
to move on to doctoral programs.” 

The findings of the Ivy League schools 
were corroborated by Frederick Smyth and 
John McArdle of the University of Virginia, 
who gained access to data on 28 colleges 
and found that “had all the black and His- 
panic students in their sample enrolled at 
schools where their credentials were close 
to class-wide averages, 45 percent more of 
the women minorities and 35 percent more 
of the men minorities would have complet- 
ed STEM degrees [Science, Technology, 
Engineering, and Math degrees].” 

Despite the definitiveness of these stud- 
ies, as well as other conclusive studies 
coming to the same finding, no colleges or 
professional publications or news media 
would cover the findings, or take them into 
account in the college admissions process. 
For various reasons academic elites across 
the nation believed it was better to continue 
subjecting blacks to failure, rather than ad- 
dress the obvious. 

Yet, the authors learned, academic prep- 
aration is also a strong indicator of how 
well one will do in one’s field of choice, 
such as practicing law. Professor Sander 
learned while teaching at UCLA that 
law students who received racial prefer- 
ence admittance were much less likely to 
pass the bar exam and (if they did pass) 
do much more poorly at actually being a 
lawyer — and that the connection was so 
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obvious that “all the big law firms look- 
ing for the students who would make the 
best trial lawyers and almost all the judges 
looking for the best law clerks placed so 
much weight on the LPGA [law school 
grades] of law students applying to them.” 

To “remedy” this selectivity by em- 
ployers, “UCLA, like most other law 
schools, refused to reveal the class rank 
of its students.” 

By 1997, Sander had noticed that “about 
half of UCLA Law School’s black students 
were ending up in the bottom tenth of the 
class.... [And] low grades meant poor bar 
performance. The school’s first-time bar 
passage rates were about 50 percent for 
blacks ... and 90 percent for whites.” And 
academic support could only “slightly im- 
prove outcomes.” Yet equally prepared 
blacks at less prestigious colleges “passed 
the bar 75 to 80 percent of the time.” More- 
over, “the vast majority of minority law stu- 
dents would still be admitted to a selective 
law school (albeit a less elite one) if racial 
preferences suddenly disappeared.” 

The authors note that other academics 
tried to blame test bias for poor black bar 
passage rates, but other analyses showed 
this wasn’t the case. The same mismatch 
effect happened for older white students 
who were also given preferences in law 
school admissions. “The larger the pref- 
erences were, the more severe the mis- 
match effect would be.” 

For all of the angst and grief that ra- 
cial preferences caused otherwise brilliant 
black students, the preferences only added 
about 14 percent more black students to 


law schools than there would have been 
without preferences — and the 14 percent 
added were weakly qualified to be there. 

One fact that really makes the racial pref- 
erences a sin is that law students from elite 
schools generally make only a little more 
money than lawyers from less elite schools. 

The book also covers other drawbacks 
of racial preferences, Supreme Court 
decisions affecting affirmative action 
(the Supreme Court clearly abandoned 
the rule of law for “fairness”), and what 
the authors think should be done to aid 
blacks and others. As a whole it is ex- 
tremely convincing, loaded with studies 
both for and against mismatch theory so 
that one can judge for oneself the qual- 
ity of the arguments, and is usually quite 
interesting and readable, though some 
parts become a bit tedious because of the 
numerous studies and the restatement of 
the same facts. 

Ironically, even though the authors 
document thoroughly the almost complete 
dishonesty or willful ignorance of liberals 
in this debate, there is an undercurrent no- 
ticeable in the book that it is conservatives 
who are the extremists and liberals who are 
noble. The book also relies heavily on some 
assumptions, such as the assumption that 
whites and Asians aren’t really hurt by pref- 
erences. Another assumption is that early 
efforts to recruit blacks to college worked 
well, despite the fact that even these pro- 
grams were so rigidly politically correct 
that college recruiters intentionally over- 
looked the brightest black students, under 
an incorrect assumption that high-perform- 
ing students were the children of well-to- 
do parents and would succeed without help, 
as was documented by professor Thomas 
Sowell in his book Black Education: Myths 
and Tragedies. 

The authors’ political leanings come 
through in spades in their recommenda- 
tions of how to fix schools, kindergarten 
through college — often federal fixes that 
essentially have no chance of happening 
because of entrenched political interests by 
bureaucrats who caused almost all the prob- 
lems in the first place — and wiser, but still 
unlawful, affirmative-action decrees from 
the Supreme Court. 

Despite the book’s flaws, everyone 
who really does care about the welfare of 
blacks, and not just some political agenda, 
should read the book. 
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Rescue From Fiery Home 


Two passersby in Queens, New York, res- 
cued a family from a burning house on 
October 20. 

Horace Palmer, a neighbor of the family 
whose home was ablaze, is one of the men; 
the other hasn’t been identified. 

The fire began around 7 p.m., when 
an unattended iron set a mattress on fire. 
The fire quickly spread when the residents 
tried to put it out themselves. 

“One thing I kept hearing is the father 
screaming for help, that’s all I keep think- 
ing about,” recalled Palmer. 

The grandfather was trapped in the 
basement, ABC News reported, and was 
beginning to suffocate from the smoke. 
Horace Palmer ran to the man’s aid, 
broke a window, and pulled the grandfa- 
ther out of the basement with his bleed- 
ing hands. “Jumped the fence, broke the 
glass, pulled him out, another Good Sa- 
maritan who was driving by in an SUV, 
silver, helped me pull him out without 
him getting cut,” Palmer said. 

Palmer believes his helper may have 
been a passing livery driver. He assisted 
the rest of the family, a man and his chil- 
dren, escape on the other side of the house. 

“Another person was on the side and 
they were jumping out of the window and 
he caught them,” Palmer said. “He just, 
like anybody would do come rescue who- 
ever he can.” 

The fire virtually ruined the home, but, 
thanks to the men’s intervention, no one 
was seriously hurt. 

Palmer asserts that the family had 
very little time to escape. “About a min- 
ute because the whole place was up in 
flames,” Palmer said, “If no one had the 
sense of mind to help them I don’t even 
want to think about [what] would have 
happened.” 


Toys for Cancer Patients 


After enduring the misery of childhood 
cancer, the Evans family has committed 
themselves to helping other families make 
it through. 

Their daughter Avery, now seven, 
struggled through chemotherapy treat- 
ments for her leukemia for two and a 
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half years. Her mother, Amber, recalled 
the endless hospital visits. “We’ve prob- 
ably made 60 trips to Primary Children’s 
(Medical Center in Salt Lake City), and 
the last year we were able to do some of 
our treatments in St. George,” Amber 
Evans told thespectrum.com. “Anytime 
she got a fever we had to go to the emer- 
gency room to make sure that she didn’t 
have a blood infection.” 

Even now, as the family celebrates that 
Avery took her last chemotherapy pill on 
July 22, they cannot forget the trauma of 
dealing with childhood cancer, and want 
to help other families cope. 

Thespectrum.com reported, “Amber 
said the idea of collecting toys and other 
play or crafts materials for other children 
came to the family when they were look- 
ing for ways to celebrate freedom from 
chemotherapy and ‘give back’ after see- 
ing so much sadness and heartache as 
other families went through the same 
experiences.” 

The Evanses are hopeful that the toys 
can serve as some distraction when the 
children have to endure painful traumatic 
treatments. The toys will give them some- 
thing to focus on while they are being ad- 
ministered needles for chemotherapy. 

“As a parent, it’s excruciating to watch 
your child go through that, but at the end 
of the day we wanted her to remember the 
positive things about it,” Amber Evans 
said. “And we had people give to us, and 
we wanted to help other children.” 

Communications manager for Valley 
View Medical Center, Becki Bronson, at- 
tested to the power of providing a child 
being treated with a toy. When Bronson’s 
daughter required chemotherapy treat- 
ments, a generous donor had brought in 
some stuffed animals, crayons, and col- 
orful blankets. Bronson asserted that the 
gesture meant a lot to both herself and her 
daughter. 

In order to get the word out for her col- 
lection, Amber has created a Facebook 
event to celebrate Avery’s final chemo- 
therapy treatment. The family has elected 
to make their donation’s focus Primary 
Children’s hospital. 

The family has already received a sub- 
stantial amount of donations. 


THE GOODNESS OF AMERICA 


But Amber does not want to take any 
credit for the generosity. 

“T don’t really think it was us,” Amber 
said. “I mean, I give the credit to all our 
friends and family.” 

The spirit of generosity seems to per- 
vade the community to which the Evanses 
belong. 

According to Amber, when Avery began 
losing her long, beautiful hair, she was 
very upset. Friends and family responded 
by throwing a “coconut party,” at which 
25 boys and two girls shaved their heads 
in solidarity with Avery. Additionally, five 
other girls cut off 10 inches of their hair 
and donated them to the charity Locks of 
Love, an organization that provides wigs 
for cancer patients. 


Man Saved From Train 


Last spring, thanks to the intervention 
of three very brave New Yorkers, a 
man who fell on train tracks while suf- 
fering a seizure came out of the ordeal 
unscathed. 

A young man was waiting at Manhat- 
tan’s Delancey St. station when he suf- 
fered a seizure and fell off the platform 
onto the tracks. At the same time, the F 
train was approaching the station. 

According to the Daily News, two on- 
lookers immediately jumped onto the 
tracks to rescue the fallen man, but the 
train was barreling toward them very 
quickly. 

“The good Samaritans, God bless them, 
were trying to help the guy,” said transit 
worker Danny Hay, who arrived on the 
scene just as the man collapsed. The help- 
ers were still trying to get the man off the 
tracks when Hay managed to bring the 
train to a halt. 

Hay ran to the end of the platform and 
used his flashlight to signal the train op- 
erator to hit his brakes. Thankfully, the 
train driver saw the signal and was able 
to brake. 

“IT could hear the train coming,” said 
transit worker Danny Hay. “I could feel 
the wind being pushed by the train, and 
I could see the light from the train on the 
rails coming closer.” 

— RAVEN CLABOUGH 
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e Ultimate Welfare State 


The American 


Indian 


Even when motivated by good intentions, government programs meant to aid Indians 
led to harsh consequences for Indians, but government “care” continues. 


by Bob Adelmann 


Any man who thinks he can be happy and prosperous by letting the 
government take care of him, better take a close look at the American 
Indian. — Henry Ford 


sing their portable forge, members of Lewis and Clark’s 
Corps of Discovery fabricated various iron implements and 


traded them to the Mandan and Hidatsa Indian tribes in what 
is now North Dakota, in exchange for corn, beans, squash, and to- 
bacco to sustain them during the winter of 1804-5. Several months 
and a thousand miles later the Corps was surprised to see that one of 
their implements, an axe, had preceded them. 

So well-developed was the tribal economy that, every fall, a wide 
diversity of tribes, including Crees, Cheyennes, Assiniboines, Crows, 
and Sioux, descended on the Mandan villages to trade meat products, 
horses, and even musical instruments for Mandan corn. This entre- 
preneurial spirit, which resulted in the development of trade routes 
extending thousands of miles, surprised even Lewis and Clark. 

That is how it was before whites assumed a paternalistic role over 
the American Indian. 

After whites conquered the Indians, the Indians were subjugated — 
made into wards of the federal government. Under the government’s 
“care,” Indians transmuted from proud, self-determining, self-reliant 
peoples to pathetic, welfare-supported shells of their former selves. 
William F. Jasper noted in our August 27, 1990 issue that the change 
happened quickly, as was illustrated when Indians came under govern- 
ment care when Alaska became a state: 


Dan Cole was born a member of the Cherokee Nation in Okla- 
homa 75 years ago.... 

During the late 1940s, ’50s, and ’60s, Cole spent considerable 
time in Alaska, much of it working as a civil engineer supervis- 
ing the construction of installations for the U.S. Coast Guard. 
His hiring of Eskimo and Indian construction crews was unprec- 
edented.... 

“By our standards they [the native Americans] were consid- 
ered very poor,” Dan Cole remembers. “Their annual income at 
that time was about $50-$80 per year. They lived in log or sod 
homes that were unheated. Their diet consisted mainly of fish, 
seal, and whale. But they were happy and healthy.” Then came 
Alaska’s statehood in 1959. “One of the first things that hap- 
pened was federal money started pouring in. Free food, welfare 
checks. There was no incentive to go out and brave the elements 
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One of the few who managed to make the transition from warrior 
to American citizen was Quanah Parker, a Comanche chief and 
later a successful rancher in Oklahoma. 


to fish and hunt, or to hold a job. They started to stay 
in town to drink and gamble. Their family lives and 
tribal unity began to disintegrate.... Their diet shifted 
to potato chips and soda pop so that they were soon in 
bad health and their teeth were falling out.” 
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HISTORY. 


It’s true that some of the pathology and 
poverty of the American Indians was a 
result of government programs meant to 
intentionally harm Indians, but most were 
the consequence of actions designed to 
help the Indians, policies that turned entre- 
preneurial spirit and self-sufficiency into 
dependency and despondency, from which 
tribes all across the nation, with precious 
few exceptions, still suffer today. 


Americanizing the Indians 

As early as 1790, there developed the 
“assimilation” thesis (sometimes called 
Americanization) that was designed to 
convert Indians to European-American 
ways of doing things through education 
and behavior modification, as summa- 
rized by Wikipedia: 


Americanization policies were based 
on the idea that when indigenous 
people learned United States (Ameri- 
can) customs and values, they would 
be able to merge tribal traditions with 
American culture and peacefully join 
the majority society. After the end of 
the Indian Wars, in the late 19th and 
early 20th centuries, the government 
outlawed the practice of traditional 
religious ceremonies. It established 
boarding schools which children were 
required to attend. In these schools 
they were forced to speak English, 
study standard subjects, attend church, 
and leave tribal traditions behind. 


This policy was tacitly approved by the 
chief justice of the Supreme Court, John 
Marshall, in 1831 when he declared that the 
Indian tribes were “domestic dependent na- 
tions” whose “relation to the United States 
resembles that of a ward to his guardian.” 
Thereon, the national government took on 
the role of a Nanny State over the Indians, 
a role that didn’t change even as policies 
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Mandan and Hidatsa Indian tribes during their trek through what is now North Dakota in the 


winter of 1804-1805. 


regarding the future of the Indians took ona 
schizophrenic character, swinging back and 
forth between attempts to assimilate them 
into white society (meaning, in this case, 
act like whites) and something called “trib- 
al sovereignty.” As Andrew Boxer, writing 
in History Today, explained: 


A guardian prepares his ward for 
adult independence, and so Mar- 
shall’s judgment implied that US 
policy should aim to assimilate Na- 
tive Americans into mainstream US 
culture. 

But a guardian also protects and 
nurtures a ward until adulthood is 
achieved, and therefore Marshall 
also suggests that the federal govern- 
ment has a special obligation to care 
for its Native American population. 
As a result, federal policy towards 
Native Americans has lurched back 
and forth. 


With government’s approval, statists, later 
to be called Progressives, took the oppor- 
tunity to expand government beyond its 
constitutional bounds of protect- 
ing the lives and property of its 
citizens, “to one whose ends and 
scope would change to take on any 
and all social and economic ills,” as 
explained by R. J. Pestritto, Shipley 
professor of the American Consti- 
tution at Hillsdale College. 

As the Indian Wars entered 
their final stages, Indians were 
being forced onto reservations, a 


policy that President Ulysses S. Grant ap- 
plauded. In his State of the Union speech 
in 1871, Grant affirmed his Indian “peace 
policy”: 


The policy pursued toward the Indi- 
ans has resulted favorably.... 

Many tribes of Indians have been 
induced to settle upon reservations, 
to cultivate the soil, to perform pro- 
ductive labor of various kinds, and to 
partially accept civilization. 

They are being cared for in such 
a way, it is hoped, as to induce those 
still pursuing their old habits of life to 
embrace the only opportunity which 
is left to them to avoid extermination. 
[Emphasis added. ] 


In short, Grant’s “peace policy” was sub- 
mit or die. 

Those concerned over the welfare of 
the Indians on their reservations began, 
in the early 1870s, to call themselves the 
“Friends of the Indians.” They included 
Herbert Welsh, who later counted among 
his friends and associates Progressives 
Teddy Roosevelt; Louis Brandeis, a future 
Supreme Court Justice; and Frederick Law 
Olmsted, the co-founder of the liberal mag- 
azine The Nation (which now proclaims it- 
self as “the flagship of the Left”). 

In addition, Richard Henry Pratt, an out- 
spoken opponent to the reservation system 
and believer in assimilation, was a leader 
in the “Friends of the Indians” movement. 
Pratt experimented in educating Native 
Americans, teaching them to reject their 
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tribal culture and beliefs and adapt to 
“white society.” In the mid-1870s he intro- 
duced classes in English, Christianity, art, 
guard duty, and craftsmanship to several 
dozen Indians who had been captured at 
the end of the Red River War. 

In 1879, he founded the Carlisle Indian 
Industrial School in Carlisle, Pennsylva- 
nia, where Indian children were forcibly 
removed from their reservations and in- 
doctrinated in classes designed to, as Pratt 
put it, “kill the Indian to save the man.” His 
school’s brutality, characterized by kid- 
nappings and beatings of students caught 
speaking in their native language, eventu- 
ally led to his forced retirement in 1904. 

The “friends” based its plans and poli- 
cies on the assumed perfectibility of man 
if only his environment were changed. 
In 1882, the “friends” formed the Indian 
Rights Association (IRA) whose objective 
was to “bring about the complete civiliza- 
tion of the Indians and their admission to 
citizenship.” The IRA opened an office in 
Washington, D.C., to lobby for progres- 
sive legislation. 


Chief Justice John Marshall 
declared in 1831 that the Indian 
tribes were “domestic dependent 
nations” whose “relation to the 
United States resembles that of a 
ward to his guardian.” 
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Doomed Through Dawes 


The friends’ crowning achievement, 
known variously as the Dawes Act of 1887 
or the General Allotment Act, had several 
primary goals, including: 

¢ Breaking up the tribes as social units 

¢ Encouraging individual initiatives 

¢ Encouraging those individuals to be- 
come farmers 

¢ Dividing reservation land into sepa- 
rate small parcels 

* Giving those parcels to individual In- 
dians once they were deemed “competent” 

¢ Selling any remaining reservation land 
to outsiders. 

Specifically the Dawes Act parceled 
out reservation land by giving the head of 
a family 160 acres, a single individual 80 
acres, and those under age 18 40 acres. In 
addition, the land wasn’t given in “fee sim- 
ple” — outright ownership of the property 
with few restrictions on use — but was to 
be held in trust for 25 years, at the end of 
which term an Indian was deemed “compe- 
tent” to manage the land for himself, pro- 
vided he “has adopted the habits of civi- 
lized life,” according to the statute. 

Though giving Indians private 
property rights over land could 
have been a very good thing in that 
it would enable them to once again 
become self-reliant (as the Dawes 
Act’s promoters claimed, and 
were proven right in a few cases), 
the land allocation was laden with 
faults — hence, a large number of 
Indians suffered. When Henry M. 
Teller, one of Colorado’s first two 
senators after statehood was grant- 
ed in 1876, heard about the Dawes 
plan, he saw immediately the po- 
tential negative impact it would 
have on the Indians and the oppor- 
tunity it would give to crooks: 


[The Dawes plan would] de- 
spoil the Indians of their lands 
and make them vagabonds on 
the face of the earth.... 

The real aim [of the Dawes 
plan of “allotment’’] was to get at 
the Indian lands and open them 
up to settlement [by outsiders]. 

The provisions for the ap- 
parent benefit of the Indians 
are but the pretext to get at his 
lands and occupy them.... 


If this were done in the name of 
Greed, it would be bad enough; but 
to do it in the name of Humanity ... 
is infinitely worse. 


As allotment proceeded, the impact as 
predicted by Teller far exceeded his worst 
expectations. Because the plots were so 
small, even those that were productive 
weren’t large enough to sustain their own- 
ers. Because the owners didn’t really own 
the land nor could they sell it or trade it, 
much was left fallow. In addition, much of 
reservation lands were arid and incapable, 
even in the hands of skilled farmers, of 
producing anything of value. 

By 1900, reservation lands dwindled 
from 150 million acres to 78 million, and 
by 1934 were further reduced to about 50 
million. This land “lost” to the tribes did 
not always signal harm to Indians — but 
it often did, with the notable exception of 
land that was given “fee simple.” On such 
lands, the owners could do what they want- 
ed, including selling the land to get money 
to do something else, such as live and work 
in towns. Overall, however, Dawes was an 
administrative catastrophe. 

One unforeseen consequence of the ac- 
tions of the Progressive do-gooders was 
“fractionalization’”: As the original owners 
of the parcels handed out under the Dawes 
Act died, their interests were passed on to 
their heirs. In 1922, the General Account- 
ing Office (GAO) conducted an audit to see 
what impact such “fractionalization” was 
having. On the 12 reservations surveyed, 
the GAO discovered there were over a 
million owners of Indian reservation land 
which, if it were divided up among those 
owners, would give each owner less than 
one square foot of ground. For all intents 
and purposes, those parcels were worthless. 

As the rolling disaster precipitated by 
the Dawes Act became more and more 
apparent, Congress passed the unconsti- 
tutional Burke Act in 1906, which, to the 
delight of the Progressives, gave nearly 
unlimited power to the executive branch 
— specifically the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior — to speed up the allotment process 
so that Indians could take “fee simple” 
possession of their property immediately, 
provided an Indian was “competent and 
capable of managing his or her affairs.” 
The Indian caretakers’ happiness was 
short-lived, however, as it quickly became 
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apparent that much of the Indian land was 
headed for liquidation because the parcels 
were not economically viable, and were 
also subject to taxation. As unpaid taxes 
piled up, much of the land was sold for 
back taxes, as anticipated (according to 
author Paul Robertson) by the Interior 
Department at the time. 


Time for Tribal Sovereignty 
Progressives became increasingly aware 
of the disaster and decided to change their 
intervention in the lives and culture of the 
unhappy Indians still remaining on what 
was left of the reservations. Accordingly, 
a left-wing think tank called the Institute 
for Government Research (later known as 
the Brookings Institution) issued in 1928 its 
847-page Meriam Report, named for the di- 
rector of the research team, Lewis Meriam. 
Meriam had all the proper credentials: 
degrees from Harvard University, George 
Washington University, and the Robert 
Brookings Graduate School, and years of 
government service working on the Indian 
“problem.” In general, the report found that 
the Dawes and Burke Acts had failed mis- 
erably in their intended purpose (assimi- 
lating the American Indian into American 


culture), while providing the op- 
portunity for graft and corruption 
in the agencies assigned to enforc- 
ing them. 

The report stated that “the 
health of the Indians compared 
with that of the general population 
is bad” and “the income of the 
typical Indian family is low and 
the earned income extremely low.” The 
schools provided poor diets, were over- 
crowded, and did not provide adequate 
medical services. Said the report: “The 
survey staff finds itself obligated to say 
frankly and unequivocally that the provi- 
sions for the care of the Indian children in 
boarding schools are grossly inadequate.” 

Working behind the scenes and closely 
with Meriam was another Progressive, one 
John Collier. Collier decided that a change 
in policy was called for: the institution of 
the policy of “tribal sovereignty.” This pol- 
icy reflected the Progressive ideology that 
Indians could not be allowed independent 
nation status within the United States, in- 
stead referring to the Indian tribes as “do- 
mestic dependent nations.” This perfectly 
denoted the intention of Progressives to 
keep the Indians “dependent.” 

The first thing that was needed was more 
legislation, and in 1934, Collier got his 
wish: passage under the Roosevelt admin- 
istration of the Indian Reorganization Act, 
with himself in charge as commissioner 
of Indian Affairs (now called the Bureau 
of Indian Affairs). Known colloquially as 
the “Indian New Deal,” the act allowed 
Collier to busy himself with all manner of 
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Among those suffering most under continued federal government “assistance” are young 
children, whose education in Indian schools often borders between poor and non-existent. 
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welfare state projects, funded with taxpayer 
monies, employing Indian workers in vari- 
ous make-work schemes. The allocation 
scheme under the Dawes Act was slowed 
but not eliminated, and some small part of 
reservation lands that had been sold to out- 
siders was returned to some tribes. 
Collier’s schemes resulted in Indians 
becoming even more reliant on the federal 
government for their well-being. Follow- 
ing the end of WWII, Congress began to 
address the continuing decimation of the 
Indian population by stressing assimilation 
once again, and it issued House Concurrent 
Resolution 108 in 1953, which stated: 


Whereas it is the policy of Congress, 
as rapidly as possible, to make the 
Indians within the territorial limits of 
the United States subject to the same 
laws and entitled to the same privi- 
leges and responsibilities as are appli- 
cable to other citizens of the United 
States, to end their status as wards of 
the United States, and to grant them 
all of the rights and prerogatives per- 
taining to American citizenship. 


This resolution, later enabled by law, termi- 
nated the relationships the government had 
established with most of the tribes, leav- 
ing them to fend for themselves without 
the government assistance to which they 
had grown accustomed. One of those most 
drastically and negatively affected was 
the Menominee Tribe in Wisconsin. The 
Menominee people had no tribal hospitals 
or clinics. The tribal hospital at Keshena 
was closed when it failed to meet state stan- 
dards, and the county lacked funds to re- 
store it. The tribe had three times the infant 
mortality rate as the rest of the state and 
90 percent of Menominee children needed 
dental care but couldn’t get it. 

Activists worked to reestablish federal 
funding, which resulted in the Menomi- 
nee Restoration Act, signed into law by 
President Richard Nixon in 1973. The 
Menominees now have their own consti- 
tution along with the reinstated flow of 
federal funding upon which they depend. 
This leaves the tribe with slightly greater 
control over how those federal funds are 
spent, while remaining dependent upon 
the government for survival. The 1975 
Indian Self-determination and Education 
Assistance Act extended such care and 
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Jack Lowery helped start the Cracker Barrel restaurant chain. Lowery is a member of the Lumbee 
Tribe, one tribe that managed to escape the clutches of federal dependency. 


attention to other tribes, essentially doing 
nothing more than cementing into place 
continued federal funding to the tribes but 
through block grants instead of handouts. 
The whole charade was a distinction with- 
out a difference: The tribes were to remain 
“domestic dependent nations.” 


Indians Today 
Today American Indians remain the poor- 
est of the poor. The rate of homes without 
electricity on reservations is 10 times the 
national average. One-fifth of reservation 
households lack running water, compared to 
just one percent of households nationwide. 
One half of Navajo and Hopi Reservation 
residents lack indoor plumbing. One out 
of five lack basic kitchen facilities, such 
as running water, a range, or a refrigerator. 
More than half of reservation households 
have no telephone service and fewer than 10 
percent have Internet access. Of all ethnic 
groups, American Indians have the highest 
rate of suicide, the highest rate of teenage 
pregnancy, and the lowest life expectancy. 
The worst of the worst is the Pine Ridge 
Reservation in Allen, South Dakota, not far 
from where Lewis and Clark first discov- 
ered the independence and thriving entre- 
preneurial spirit of the American Indians. 
Income on Pine Ridge is the lowest in the 
nation, at $1,539 per person per year. Eighty 
percent of the residents are unemployed. 
Infant mortality there is five times the 
national average. The death rate due to 
diabetes is three times higher than the na- 
tional average. Life expectancy as of 2007 
was 48 for males and 52 for females. 
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This is the progress under Progressivism. 

And yet, a few tribes flourish. Consider 
the Confederated Salish and Kootenai 
Tribes (CSKT) in northwest Montana, 
who have been allowed to oversee forests 
rich in pine, larch, and Douglas fir. They 
manage forests alongside the National 
Forest Service (NFS) and, according to an 
encouraging study done by Alison Berry 
of the Property and Environment Research 
Center (PERC), they outperform the NFS 
in nearly every statistical category because 
“they have a vested interest in the continu- 
ing vitality of their natural resources.” 
Berry quotes tribal forest manager Jim 
Durglo: 


Our forest [notice, please, the owner- 
ship and pride underlying the use of 
that word “our’] is a vital part of ev- 
eryday tribal life. Timber production, 
non-timber forest products and graz- 
ing provide jobs and income for tribal 
members and enhance the economic 
life of surrounding communities. 


As for the NFS, consider what Jim Peter- 
son, editor of Evergreen Magazine, said: 
“The tribes do a lot of things I wish we 
were doing on our federal forest lands if 
we weren’t all knotted up in litigation.” 

Only one timber sale by the CSKT 
has been questioned by environmental- 
ists since 1976, so careful have they been 
with the stewardship of their forest. On 
the other hand the NFS has faced numer- 
ous lawsuits over its management of the 
forests. 


Or consider the Lumbee Indians of 
North Carolina, who operate under the 
Lumbee Act of 1956, which tribal mem- 
bers agreed to only under the following 
condition: “Nothing in this act shall make 
such Indians eligible for any services per- 
formed by the United States for Indians 
because of their status as Indians.” 

The Lumbee have never been a sov- 
ereign nation or ever had a treaty with 
the federal government. They live as any 
other U.S. citizens. And they are thriving. 
As John Stossel noted recently: 


Lumbees own their homes and suc- 
ceed in business. They include real 
estate developer Jim Thomas, who 
used to own the Sacramento Kings, 
and Jack Lowery, who helped start 
the Cracker Barrel restaurants. 

The Lumbees started the first In- 
dian-owned bank, which now has 12 
branches. 


If tribes can somehow extract themselves 
from the clutches of federal government 
handouts, their chances for reversing their 
descent into poverty will likely improve 
greatly. In the Cato Institute’s massive re- 
port Indian Lands, Indian Subsidies, and 
the Bureau of Indian Affairs, researcher 
Chris Edwards contends that 


rather than subsidizing and regulat- 
ing life on reservations, federal and 
tribal policymakers should focus on 
building a legal and economic envi- 
ronment to allow individual Indians 
to prosper. 

Congress and the tribes should 
focus on expanding individual prop- 
erty rights, making rule-of-law re- 
forms, and removing barriers to in- 
vestment and entrepreneurship. 

There has been progress in many 
Indian communities in recent dec- 
ades, and with further reforms In- 
dians could finally realize their full 
potential. 


This is the only way the legacy of Pro- 
gressivism can be reversed. To borrow the 
slogan from The John Birch Society, Indi- 
ans will succeed only with “less govern- 
ment, more individual responsibility, and, 
with God’s help, [they will then be able to 
achieve for themselves] a better world.” Hf 
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“.. the right of the people to keep and bear Arms, shall not be infringed.” 
a EEE 


Woman Shoots 
at Peeping Tom 


The Orlando Sentinel reported on No- 
vember | that an Ocoee, Florida, woman 
fired warning shots to scare away a man 
who was leering in her window. Betsy 
Cornele was at home with her three 
young daughters the night of October 
20 when she heard her neighbor yelling. 
Cornele was terrified when she realized 
her neighbor was screaming to warn her 
that a suspicious man was in her back- 
yard. She heard the neighbor yell that 
the stranger was on her back porch and 
staring into her window. Cornele imme- 
diately thought of the danger facing her 
and her three young girls, so she quickly 
grabbed her gun, raced outside, and fired 
a warning shot into the ground, prompt- 
ing the trespasser to jump over a four- 
foot fence to escape. The police arrested 
him nearby as he tried to ride away on 
a bicycle and identified the suspect as 
53-year-old Bobby James Harris, a man 
with a past littered with child sex crimes 
and a recent arrest last summer for crim- 
inal mischief, indecent exposure, and 
petty theft. Cornele was adamant about 
protecting her children from any and all 
predators. “We’ll take matters into our 
own hands if we have to, to protect our 
kids,” Cornele said. 


Zombie Hallucinations 


The Associated Press reported on Octo- 
ber 30 that an Orange County, Califor- 
nia, man who had been hallucinating and 
talking about zombies was shot and killed 
after breaking into a home. Twenty-two- 
year-old Paul Bracamontes awakened a 
couple early on a Sunday morning by 
yelling and screaming in their backyard. 
The Orange County Sheriff’s Office said 
that Bracamontes verbally threatened the 
couple and then broke into their home by 
shattering a sliding glass door. The hus- 
band felt that both his and his wife’s lives 
were in danger, so he retrieved his pistol 
and fatally shot Bracamontes shortly after 
he burst through their glass door. Inves- 
tigators are still looking into what hap- 
pened, but Bracamontes’ family members 
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said that he was hallucinating earlier in 
the night and made references about zom- 
bies and wanting a gun. 


Small Caliber 


The Herald-Dispatch reported on Octo- 
ber 31 that a Coal Grove, Ohio, resident 
shot a man breaking into a storage unit at 
his home. Police responded to a call from 
a homeowner who said an intruder was 
breaking into a storage unit in his back- 
yard. The police were already investigat- 
ing a report of a prowler in the neighbor- 
hood several houses away from where the 
call originated. The homeowner grabbed 
his .380-caliber handgun and went for a 
closer look. He discovered an intruder 
had already removed a motorcycle from 
his storage unit and was in the process of 
taking more items when the homeowner 
confronted him. The homeowner later told 
police that the suspect became aggressive 
and claimed to have a knife. The home- 
owner also said the man lunged toward 
him, at which point he shot the suspect 
four times in the upper torso. The police 
arrived on the scene, discovered the in- 
jured suspect, and had him transported to a 
nearby hospital. Lawrence County Sheriff 
Jeff Lawless told the news that the suspect 
will be charged with breaking and enter- 
ing, and other charges are pending. 


Shot by His Own Gun 


The Arizona Republic reported on Octo- 
ber 25 that a home invader was taken to 
a hospital after being shot with his own 
gun. Amanda Jacinto, a Peoria Police 
Department spokeswoman, told the local 
news that the 23-year-old suspect and a 
19-year-old accomplice were armed when 
they entered a Peoria, Arizona, home. Po- 
lice report that the occupants of the home 
—acouple and a five-year-old child — 
were asleep when the two men entered 
the home. The intruders awoke the adults 
in the home and began beating them and 
demanding money. During the scuffle, 
the male occupant wrestled a gun away 
from older of the two assailants and shot 
the assailant in the leg with it. The injured 
trespasser fled the scene with his partner 
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in crime and jumped into a car that was 
waiting nearby. The male occupant of the 
home ran after them and witnessed the 
car drive away, with a female driver at 
the wheel. After an hour and a half, the 
police received a call about a man with 
a gunshot wound. Once on the scene, the 
police determined that the people making 
the call matched the descriptions of those 
involved with the earlier break-in. They 
were taken into custody and questioned 
by investigators. The man who was shot 
was taken to a local hospital, and officials 
said his injuries did not appear to be life 
threatening. 


Eighty-two-year-old 
Shoots to Kill 


WBRC out of Birmingham, Alabama, 
reported on October 22 about an elderly 
homeowner who did not play the role of 
a helpless victim. A neighbor told WBRC 
that the man, 82-year-old David Haynes, 
owns two homes across the street from 
each other, and one of the homes had 
been broken into the previous weekend. 
Haynes decided to stay overnight at the 
house across the street just in case the in- 
truder returned to the scene of the crime. 
Haynes brought his gun for protection, 
and also put a wind chime on the door that 
had been kicked in the previous weekend 
to alert him if someone entered the home. 
Sure enough, Haynes was awakened by 
the sound of the chime, grabbed his pis- 
tol, and ran over to the home as fast as he 
could. Upon entering the home, Haynes 
saw someone going through his refrig- 
erator and fired at the trespasser, hitting 
him in the face. The shot proved to be 
fatal, and the suspect died shortly after 
being shot. The alleged intruder was later 
identified as 34-year-old Jacob Lawayne 
Marsh, a man who lived only two blocks 
away on the same street. Haynes’ neigh- 
bor Eddie Alexander told WRBC that he 
supports Haynes for standing up to the 
criminals. “I don’t blame him for doing 
it. He was protecting his property, pro- 
tecting his home, protecting himself,” 
Alexander said. 

— PATRICK KREY 
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Stealth Redistribution 
of Wealth, Healthcare 


ITEM: Amid growing criticism of Obama- 
Care, an article in the Washington Post for 
October 31 reported that President Obama 


acknowledged for the first time that 
some Americans will have to switch 
health plans under the law. But he 
said these people now have “cut-rate 
plans” from “bad-apple insurers” — 
a situation the health-care law was 
designed to change. He urged con- 
sumers to “shop around” to “get a 
better deal” under the law. 


Item: The Hill (Washington, D.C.) for 
October 31 reported: “What many Demo- 
crats failed to anticipate is that healthcare 
plans tend to change over time as insur- 
ance companies tweak them in ways that 
are not always obvious to the policyhold- 
ers. As a result, many plans that lawmak- 
ers thought would have been exempted 
from the laws stringent requirements 
under the grandfather clause no longer 
comply with the law.” 

ITEM: A piece carried by CBS Boston with 
Associated Press reporting noted on Oc- 
tober 30 that the president was trying to 
“clarify” the controversy. 


The cancellation notices apply to 
people whose plans changed after the 
law was implemented or dont meet 
new coverage requirements. The 
president said those changes ensure 
that all Americans are going to get 
quality coverage. 

“If you're getting one of these 
letters, just shop around in the new 
market place,” he said. “That's what 
it’s for.” 

He said that because of govern- 
ment subsidies, most people who 
must get new policies will pay less 
than they are now. 


CORRECTION: The deceitful con games 
that started before the passage of Obama- 
Care haven’t stopped since then. 

There is much more that is wrong with 
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the law and the philosophy that undergirds 
it than with the disastrous website rollout 
that has gathered so much recent attention. 

The Internet has been roiling of late 
with at least two dozen videos over the 
years showing Barack Obama making un- 
equivocal promises. For example, “If you 
like your healthcare plan, you’ll be able to 
keep your healthcare plan. Period.” Now, 
it turns out that really means that Ameri- 
cans can only keep their plans if the presi- 
dent and his minions like them. 

If a 55-year-old single woman, or man 
for that matter, didn’t want a policy to pay 
for, say, maternity coverage, she couldn’t 
choose such an option because policies 
without maternity coverage are now con- 
sidered “cut-rate” plans. If you have no 
need for substance-abuse coverage, that’s 
tough: You'll have to get it anyway and 
pay extra. The government won’t allow 
what you want to be sold to you, with the 
ultimate intention of forcing the hoi polloi 
onto approved government plans. 

Would you hire a sneaky, lying nanny 
to take care of your family? One suspects 
the answer to that question would be “no 
Yet, that is the Nanny State that Americans 
elected, whether they knew it or not. And 
this nanny wants to run all our lives as it 
sees fit. In fact, it turns out right from the 
beginning that even those inside the White 
House in 2009 knew the president’s re- 
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peated pledges weren’t true, but the prom- 
ises were retained without caveats because 
this was more saleable, as was reported by 
the Wall Street Journal (November 2-3, 
2013). Those uncomfortable with the art- 
ful dodging, and worse, were overruled. 

And the supporters and advocates of 
government-run health coverage have 
been deliberately deceiving us because 
they think they know what is best for us. 
And they are willing to force us to pay for 
it — good and hard. 

Or, as columnist David Harsanyi sums 
it up: “You can’t keep your insurance if 
you like it under Obamacare, because 
you’re too ignorant to understand what’s 
good for you.” So sayeth the government 
run by paternalists — and maternalists, to 
be politically correct. 

None of this is an accident or a misun- 
derstanding. This was the idea all along. 
Younger healthier people must be forced 
to pay for older unhealthier people: If the 
connivers in Washington can’t convince 
enough to do so — using the threat of the 
IRS as a cudgel — the system will col- 
lapse of its own weight. As one young 
woman told the Los Angeles Times, “I was 
all for ObamaCare until I found out I was 
paying for it.” 

While she may have been duped, those 
doing the duping knew very well what the 
new entitlement program would bring. 
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From the president on down, there are 
even more lies being spewed about the 
earlier misrepresentations and bait-and- 
switch tactics. Such fraudulent claims 
would result in the prosecution of an in- 
surance executive if they were practiced 
by a private company. 

Yet, in this case, it is the enforcers of 
the law who are doing the bullying against 
those who would dare get out of line. Writ- 
ing in the Daily Caller, Katie McHugh re- 
ported: “The White House is pressuring 
insurance companies not to speak publicly 
about Obama administration policies that 
could eliminate the existing health insur- 
ance plans of millions of Americans.” She 
quotes a CNN reporter saying, “Basically, 
if you speak out, if you’re quoted, you’re 
going to get a call from the White House, 
pressure to be quiet.” 

Think this unlikely? Consider the lever- 
age that big government possesses. As she 
observes: “Although the mass cancella- 
tions are an embarrassment to insurance 
companies, they are more concerned about 
losing their biggest customer — the feder- 
al government.” When you are in bed with 
the administration, you find out that the 
government can take away business faster 
than any competition. 

Because embarrassing complaints are 
emerging from those whose policies have 
been essentially outlawed, some equivo- 
cations are starting to creep into the pub- 
lic claims. The president is beginning to 
make, too late, such comments as, “for the 
vast majority ... you can keep it.” That, of 
course, was definitely not the oft-repeat- 
ed promise before the law was rammed 
through Congress. 

Still, defenders on the Left are trying to 
convince us not to believe our lying eyes 
and ears. An editorialist at the New York 
Times, David Firestone, calls the presi- 
dent’s vow an “unfortunate blanket state- 
ment.” This blanket is widening. Even as 
we write, the New York Times editorial 
board is flailing around for exculpatory 
language, trying to cover for the chief 
executive: “Mr. Obama clearly misspoke 
when he said that.” 

Similarly, Jonathan Chait of New York 
magazine says this was “a mere oversim- 
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A sign of the times? After ObamaCare was initially passed, demonstrations against it were largely a 
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province of conservatives and Tea Partiers, with some lamenting done by the GOP mainstream. As 
the law is implemented and unrest has grown rampant, even many Democrats are disillusioned. 


plification.” A pretense from the Washing- 
ton Post asserts that this repeated promise 
— a key reason that ObamaCare passed 
(with zero Republican support in the leg- 
islature) — simply “reflects how elected 
officials sometime gloss over nuances.” 
Representative Steny Hoyer (D-Md.), the 
House Minority Whip, avers that Obama 
just “was not precise enough.” 

We disagree. How’s this for precision? 
It was a lie. It was repeated time and again. 
And the president and his top supporters 
knew these were falsehoods. Period. 

An analysis in Forbes, using very simi- 
lar methods to those that Barack Obama 
used when he promised that the Afford- 
able Care Act would bring down the 
premiums for a typical family by $2,500 
per year, found that the latest projections 
showed that the average family would 
actually have its health costs increase by 
$7,450 over eight years. According to the 
Centers for Medicare and Medicaid Ser- 
vices, the Affordable Care Act is “project- 
ed to ... increase cumulative spending by 
roughly $621 billion” from 2014 to 2022. 
The spending boost is beyond what would 
have been the regular increases in health- 
care costs without ObamaCare. 

Even NBC News, late to the game, 
has recently admitted that the Obama ad- 
ministration “has known for at least three 
years” that millions of Americans would 


have their policies cancelled because of 
ObamaCare. This isn’t conjecture. It is 
borne out by government documents. 

Dr. Marc Siegel is among those not 
surprised at what is happening. A medical 
doctor, media commentator, and author, 
Siegel is an associate professor of medi- 
cine at the NYU Langone Medical Center 
and medical director of that center’s Doc- 
tor Radio. As he put it in National Review 
Online in late October: 


The idea of keeping your insurance 
plan was also more presidential 
propaganda and never realistic. In 
fact, as far back as June 2010, the 
IRS, the Department of Health and 
Human Services, and the Depart- 
ment of Labor released an 83-page 
draft of regulations for the new law 
that placed restrictions on whether 
existing plans would meet the new 
Obamacare requirements and could 
be grandfathered in. 

The draft’s own midrange esti- 
mates predicted that 66 percent of 
the insurance plans offered by small 
employers and 45 percent of those 
offered by large employers would no 
longer be legal by 2013. 

And the numbers were no bet- 
ter for individual policies. The draft 
estimated that between 40 percent 
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and 67 percent of individual policies 
would relinquish their grandfathered 
status by failing to comply with the 
new regulations. This report — from 
the government itself — was widely 
covered on TV and in print, by me 
and many others. 

There was simply no way that 
HHS Secretary Kathleen Sebelius 
and President Obama didn’t know 
about it, yet the myth about keeping 
your plan was perpetuated until just 
this week, when it became clear that 
close to 2 million Americans have 
already had their policies canceled. 


While of late there has been considerable 
publicity about the policy cancellations, 
this is not “new” news. What was com- 
ing was known years ago in Washington. 
Bureaucrats purposely wrote the regula- 
tions so restrictively that even the small- 
est changes (a common occurrence) would 
disqualify the policies. 

This could have been avoided. On Sep- 
tember 29, 2010, a resolution was brought 
to the Senate floor sponsored by Wyoming 
Senator Mike Enzi. The Wyoming Republi- 
can explained matters clearly, saying in part: 


Mr. President, the resolution we are 


debating today is about keeping a 
promise. The authors of the new 
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health care law promised the Ameri- 
can people that if they liked their cur- 
rent health insurance, they could keep 
it. On at least 47 separate occasions, 
President Obama promised: “If you 
like what you have, you can keep it.” 

Unfortunately, the Obama adminis- 
tration has broken that promise. Earlier 
this year, the administration published 
a regulation that will fundamentally 
change the health insurance plans of 
millions of Americans. The reality of 
this new regulation is, if you like what 
you have, you can’t keep it.... 

Under the new regulation, once a 
business loses grandfathered status, 
they will have to comply with all of 
the new mandates in the law. This 
means these businesses will have to 
change their current plans and pur- 
chase more expensive ones that meet 
all of the new Federal minimum re- 
quirements. For the 80 percent of 
small businesses that will lose their 
grandfathered status because of this 
regulation, the net result is clear: 
They will pay more for their health 
insurance. 


On a party-line vote, the Senate Demo- 
crats nixed a solution. As John Hinder- 
aker of the “Powerline” blog put it: “The 
Democrats knew that Obama had been 


lying through his teeth, and they voted 
unanimously to sustain his lies.” 

While insurance plans continue to be 
cancelled because of ObamaCare, and 
“Americans are forced to buy more insur- 
ance than they want,” writes Patrick Bu- 
chanan, this will “inevitably raise the cost 
of health care for the nation. And when 
the employer mandates cut in, many busi- 
nesses will halt hiring at 49 employees to 
keep out of Obamacare, as others cut part- 
time workers to 29 hours a week to escape 
the mandates.” 

Charles Krauthammer, in a Washington 
Post column not long ago, berated the un- 
derhanded essence of the ObamaCare con 
job. The planners, as he observed, were 
perfectly aware that 


if you force insurance buyers to over- 
pay for stuff they don’t need, that 
money can subsidize other people. 

Obamacare is the largest transfer 
of wealth in recent American history. 
But you can’t say that openly lest 
you lose elections. So you do it by 
subterfuge: hidden taxes, penalties, 
mandates and coverage requirements 
that yield a surplus of overpayments. 

So that your president can promise 
to cover 30 million uninsured with- 
out costing the government a dime. 
Which from the beginning was the 
biggest falsehood of them all. And 
yet the free lunch is the essence of 
modern liberalism. Free mammo- 
grams, free preventative care, free 
contraceptives for Sandra Fluke. 
Come and get it. 

And then when you find your pol- 
icy canceled, your premium raised 
and your deductible outrageously 
increased, you’ve learned the real 
meaning of “free” in the liberal 
lexicon: something paid for by your 
neighbor — best, by subterfuge. 


The occupant of the White House made this 
bed and is now trying to lie out of it. Unfor- 
tunately, the epidemic of unctuous whop- 
pers behind this scheme will come at a great 
cost to the nation’s healthcare system. Ml 
— WILLIAM P. Hoar 
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THE !,\5 WORD 


BY WILLIAM F. JASPER 


ObamaCare’s Unfixable Fatal Flaws 


resident Obama’s 
“apology” in his No- 
vember 7 interview 


with NBC’s Chuck Todd 
capped a disastrous five- 
week rollout of ObamaCare 
that unmasked his signature 
healthcare legacy as a scheme 
that can seemingly go only 
from bad to worse to worst 
— and beyond — to infin- 
ity. First it was the infamous 
dysfunctional/nonfunctional 
ObamaCare portal, Health- 
care.gov, that finally provided 
a desperately needed clue to 
the clueless: Maybe a govern- 
ment that can’t even build a 
website (even after its budget ballooned from $93.7 million to 
$292 million) shouldn’t be given carte blanche over the enor- 
mously more complex job of dictating and managing healthcare 
for hundreds of millions of people, not to mention nationalizing 
one sixth of the economy. 

Then, in quick succession came the cancellation and sticker- 
shock whammies. Millions of Americans who buy individual 
health insurance started getting notices that their policies are being 
dropped because they are no longer legal under ObamaCare. Not 
to worry, said Obama and Health and Human Services Secretary 
Kathleen Sebelius, since that only affects five percent of Ameri- 
cans, and only those with “substandard” policies; they’ Il be able 
to get better, cheaper coverage from Healthcare.gov. 

But now the 80-plus percent of Americans who rely on em- 
ployer-sponsored insurance — the vast majority that the admin- 
istration insisted wouldn’t be affected by this — are also finding 
their health plans being terminated. Millions of Americans are 
receiving cancellation notices. The Affordable Care Act (ACA) 
was sold as a plan to provide “affordable care” to those who did 
not have health insurance. But it is, in fact, forcibly stripping 
away health insurance from tens of millions of Americans who 
are already covered. 

The stories on the mammoth “glitches” of Healthcare.gov and 
the torrent of cancellations that have dominated the headlines 
for weeks have in many respects served to distract the American 
people from the real threat of ObamaCare, which is one of the 
most gargantuan grabs for power in our nation’s history. Let us 
consider just a few of the crucial issues surrounding the ACA 
that are being ignored by the “mainstream” media: 

* Since the federal government’s powers are limited to those 
specifically enumerated in the U.S. Constitution, and since that 
document nowhere grants any powers even remotely resem- 
bling those claimed for ObamaCare, the ACA represents an 
egregious violation of the rule of law and an enormous usurpa- 
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tion of power. A federal law 
commanding Americans to 
buy a government-mandated 
product and outlawing our 
current means of provid- 
ing for our own health is so 
ys in| transparently unconstitutional 
Ses >! 3 and hostile to our liberty that 
it is incomprehensible that we 
4 would allow it to stand. 

4 ¢ Article I, Section 9, 
Clause 4 of the Constitution 
declares that “No Capitation, 
or other direct, Tax shall be 
laid” — which is precisely 
what ObamaCare does. Many 
people are saying that they’ Il 
simply refuse to buy the un- 
affordable ACA plan and pay the penalty tax, which is only a 
couple hundred dollars. However, with ObamaCare constantly 
“evolving,” the penalty tax will soon match or surpass the pre- 
mium costs, in order to force “universal participation,” a foun- 
dational goal of ObamaCare. 

¢ A vastly expanded IRS with vastly expanded powers is a 
necessary feature of the ACA, which Senate majority leader 
Harry Reid insists is “a wonderful piece of legislation.” All sav- 
ings, investments, credit, monetary transactions, business opera- 
tions, employment, contracting — every financial aspect of our 
lives — must be laid bare to the IRS. 

* In addition to having all of our health and medical records 
put online for innumerable “authorized” government bureau- 
crats and contractors to comb through, our entire data pool will 
be made available to every identity thief clever enough to hack 
the “secure” Healthcare.gov website. 

¢ America’s largest abortion provider, Planned Parenthood, 
already has been awarded $665,000 (that we know about) by 
the federal HHS to enroll people in ObamaCare. Any doubts that 
abortion service will proliferate under the ACA? 

¢ Hobby Lobby and thousands of other private companies and 
non-profit entities have been slapped with ruinous fines because 
they refuse to include contraceptive coverage (including drugs 
that cause abortion) in their plans. So much for rights guaranteed 
by the First Amendment. 

¢ Mental health coverage mandated under the ACA is fraught 
with many problems, not the least of which is the fact that it 
is sure to be used to advance one of the Left’s most cherished 
goals: ever more stringent gun restrictions, leading to an outright 
ban on gun ownership by civilians. 

We have not even come close to exhausting the catalog of 
tyrannical, unconstitutional, irredeemable, and unfixable fatal 
flaws of ObamaCare. It can’t be fixed; it must be repealed by 
Congress or nullified by the states. 
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QUANTITY TITLE PRICE TOTAL PRICE 


SHIPPING/HANDLING 


WI RESIDENTS ADD 
(SEE CHART BELOW) 


5% SALES TAX 


SUBTOTAL TOTAL 


PE ILL 


For shipments outside the U.S., please call for rates. 


Order Subtotal | Standard Shipping | Rush Shipping 
$0-10.99 $4.95 $9.95 
$11.00-19.99 $7.75 $12.75 
$9.95 $14.95 
$13.75 $18.75 
$15.95 $20.95 


Standard: 4-14 
business days. 
Rush: 3-7 business 


$20.00-49.99 

$50.00-99.99 
$100.00-149.99 
$150.00+ call call 


days, no P.O. Boxes, 
HI/AK add $10.00 


ELE |BS.org 


Order Online: www.ShopJBS.org 


Credit-card orders call toll-free now! 


Name 


Mail completed form to: 
ShopJBS « P.O. BOX 8040 
APPLETON, WI 54912 


1-800-342-6491 


Order Online 


Address 


City 


State Zip 


Phone 


E-mail 


QO VISA 
() MasterCard 


Q) Check 
Q) Money Order 


Make checks payable to: ShopJBS 
# 


Q) Discover = 
CL) American Express 


VISAIMC/Discover 
Three Digit V-Code 


American Express 
Four Digit V-Code 


Exp. Date 


Signature 


131262 


MANAGEMENT 


— \ 
7 
va 
\ \ 


CONSULTANTS AND ADMINISTRATORS 


Specializing in Tax Deductions for Dental Practices * Post Office Box 7007 * Porter Ranch, CA 91327 


